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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
SILVER CREEK SEED, LLC, ) 
) Supreme Court No. 
Plaintiff/Respondent, ) 
) 43078 
VS. ) 
) 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES, LLC, ) VOLUME4 
) 
DefendanUAppellanl ) 
) 
RECORD ON APPEAL 
Appeal from the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District 
of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Blaine. 
MICHAEL D. GAFFNEY 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
HONORABLE ROBERT J. ELGEE, DISTRICT JUDGE 
ANDREW B. WRIGHT 
PO Box 226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
'It,, C 
'(."/., 
Attorney for DefendanVAppellant Attorney for Plaintiff/Respondent 
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FILE 
MAR 1 3 2015 
Twin Falls, ID 
JQ4mn ~. Cieri< District 
Coiu:t EJtalne Cou~ l<!laho 
Telephone No. (208) 733-3107 
Facsimile No. (208) 733-1669 
e-mail: A Wright(aJ,WrightBrothersLaw.Com 
Attorneys for Pl ainti ff/Counterdefendant 
IN THE DISl'RICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES, LLC, a Delaware ) 
limited liability company, ) 
) 
Def endant/Counterclaimant. ) 
_______________ ) 
Case No. CV-2013-644 
ORDER ON VERDICT OFFSET 
AND PRE-JUDGMENT INTEREST 
cKY 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED,""' Ii ii LL I ii W BLCl(J &· AS FOLLOWS: 
1. Pursuant to the jury verdict in the above-entitled matter on February 27, 2015, Silver 
Creek Seed, LLC ("Silver Creek") is owed the principal amount of $760,738.76 from ,/ 
Sunrain Varieties, LLC ("Sunrain"). 
2. As previously discussed with the parties, the Court will offset the foregoing amount by 
if ( - orJ...v- M P..~ CftrJ,cf $62,879.70. ~ 
3. Silver Creek is entitled to pre-judgment interest of$ I ~ ~) 03i, ~ 
amount owed of $697,859.06. 
ORDER ON VERDICT OFFSET AND PRE-JUDGMENT INTEREST· I • 
on the net 
604 
day March, 2015. 
By: A'd&r: 
Honorable Robert J. Elgee 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the /3 day of March, 2015, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing Order on Verdict Offset and Pre-Judgment Interest to be served upon the 
following persons in the following manner: 
Andrew B. Wright 
WRIGHT BROTHERS LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
P.O. Box 226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0226 
Michael D. Gaffney 
BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY PA 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404-7495 
Clerk 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand-Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile- (208) 733-1669 
U.S. MaiL postage prepaid 
Express Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile- (208) 529-9732 
~-
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2085299732 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404-7495 
Telephone: (208) 523-5 I 71 
Facsimile: (208) 529-9732 
Email: gaffney@beardstclair.com 
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaimant 
FIL 
MAR 1 
DISTRICT COURT FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
B1AINE COUNTY IDAHO 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant, 
vs. 
Case No.: CV-2013-644 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES LLC, a Delaware DEFENDANT MEMORANDUM IN 
limited liability company, OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR 
PREJUDGMENT INTEREST 
Defendants-Counterclaimant. 
The Defendant/Counterclaimant Sunrain Varieties LLC (Sunrain), through 
counsel of record, Beard St. Clair Gaffney PA, respectfully submits the following 
Memorandum in Opposition to the Motion for Prejudgment Interest filed by the 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, Silver Creek Seed, LLC (Silver Creek). The motion is filed 
notwithstanding the Court entering an order granting Silver Creek's request without 
affording Sunrain the opportunity to respond to Silver Creek's motion per the Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure. By this response, Sunrain requests that the Court vacate its 
prior order entered without hearing based upon the arguments set forth herein and the 
law. 
Defendant Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Prejudgment Interest~ l 
/8 
606 
2085299732 0:23 03-
on amounts nu">FrSa,1 
jury because the amount awarded was not ascertainable by mathematical calculation until 
after the conclusion of trial. The issue of quantity of potatoes accepted by Sunrain was an 
issue of centrai importance throughout the trial. The quantity issue pertained to all of the 
potatoes involved in the litigation, including all of the "clean'' potatoes. Until such time 
as the jury adjudicated the quantity of potatoes accepted by Sunrain, no mathematical 
calculation could have been used to determine amounts owed under the Blanket Variety 
Contract. 
Silver Creek's sole argument in support of its request for prejudgment interest is 
that the Idaho Code Section 28-22- l 04(b) entitles a party to prejudgment interest when 
the money becomes due. (Pl. Mot. at 3.) Silver Creek argues no other basis for an award 
of prejudgment interest. As will be discussed, infra, Silver Creek's reliance on 28-2-
104(b) is thoroughly misplaced. 
LEGAL STANDARD 
Prejudgment interest is only awardable when "the principal amount of liability 
under the contract is liquidated or ascertainable by a mere mathematical calculation." 
Lickley v. Max Herbold, Inc., 133 Idaho 209,213,984 P.2d 697, 701 (1999). An award 
of prejudgment interest is within the Court's discretion. Dillon v. Montgomery, 138 Idaho 
614,617, 67 P.3d 93, 96 (2003). 
Ill 
1/1 
Ill 
Defendant Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Prejudgment Interest - 2 
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, 1: 03- 7-2015 
a 
Silver Creek argues that under Section 28-22-104 that the money was owed to 
Silver Creek within 30 days of the last delivery. (Pl. Mot. at 3.) However, Section 6 of the 
contract provides that money is due within 30 days of "proof of seed quaiity standards.'' 
(Pl. Ex. 5.) As was argued on reconsideration, Silver Creek has never produced evidence 
that the seed potatoes delivered complied with the Blanket Variety Contract Section 4, 
which is the seed quality standards section of the contract. (Id.) The Court's ruling on 
sununary judgment constituted an overbroad ruling that all of the potatoes "conformed to 
the contract" without any evidence of such being presented to the Court. At best, Silver 
Creek can only receive prejudgment interest dating back to 30 days after the Court's 
order granting partial summary judgment to Silver Creek because payment was not due 
until 30 days after proof of conformance with the seed quality standards under the 
contract. Silver Creek has never presented any evidence of ''proof of seed quality 
standards" and there is no evidence of such as of June 14, 2013. Thus, Silver Creek 
should not receive prejudgment interest pursuant to Section 28-22-104(b ). 
2. Silver Creek's claims were not liquidated or ascertainable by mere 
mathematical formula. 
Silver Creek's claim was not liquidated nor was it ascertainable by mere 
mathematical formula until after the trial. Issues of quantity of potatoes that conformed to 
the contract were a focal point of the entire trial. The contract only required the contract 
price be paid if the potatoes conformed to the Blanket Variety Contract. However, Silver 
Creek acknowledged during trial that the range for shrink in the potatoes that were 
Defendant Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Prejudgment Interest - 3 
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case 
corporate witness Mark Johnson. In short, it was not until after the full resolution of all 
claims that the Court knew what quantity of potatoes (a} conformed to the contract and 
(b) Sunrain had accepted. 
Additionally, the parties' contract agreed that rates to be paid depended on the 
yields per acre of the different varieties. The Blanket Variety Contract stated, in part, 
"Generation 3 seed will be sold to Sunrain at $13.50 per cwt. In the event that the yield 
falls below 350 cwt the price will go to $14.50/cwt. '' (PL Ex. 5.) The contract continues, 
"All acreage will be GPS monitored and volume to back up yield calculations will be 
done by scaled out weights." (Id.) The evidence at trial established that Silver Creek 
never used GPS monitoring of its yields per acre. Instead. Silver Creek utilized Farm 
Services Agency (FSA) maps to calculate acreage and the yields. Therefore, Silver Creek 
failed to establish that it complied with the contract's requirements as to verification of 
the yields. Until the jury rendered its verdict, any amounts owed by Sunrain were not 
liquidated and not ascertainable through mathematical calculation. Since the price to be 
paid could not be known until after the jury rendered its decision, no prejudgment interest 
is owed under these circumstances. 
Moreover, Sunrain had a competing counterclaim that affected amounts, if any, 
that would be owed to Silver Creek. Until the jury verdict it was not possible to ascertain 
with any certainty any amount owed by Sunrain to Silver Creek. Thus, due to the 
offsetting counterclaim, Silver Creek is not entitled to prejudgment interest. 
Defendant Memorandum Opposition to Motion for Prejudgment Interest - 4 
5 
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2085299732 :04 
cultivate, harvest, and deliver l 2.000 cwt Russet Burbank potatoes. Id. at 2 984 
P.2d at 698. The contract set a base price of $6.15 cwt. Id. "Then, depending on the 
quality of the potatoes delivered, the contract piOvided fm price adjustments." Id. 
The potatoes delivered by Lickley were substandard. Id. at 211, 984 P.2d at 699. 
The parties attempted to renegotiate with Lickley demanding $8.00/cwt. Id. Herbold 
refused and the parties eventually resorted to litigation. Id. After bench trial, the district 
court ruled in Llckley's favor and required Herbold to pay a ''reasonable price" and the 
district court fixed that amount at $7.55/cwt. Id. 
The Idaho Supreme Court affirmed the district court's denial of prejudgment 
interest on the basis that in Lickley, the price required by the contract "was not readily 
known or calculated until after the court rendered its decision." Id. at 213, 984 P.2d at 
701. In this case, the contract provided two methods for calculating the price for 
Generation 3 seed based on yield per acre. (Pl. Ex. 5.) The contract also provided that 
potatoes not meeting the contract's size requirements would be priced differently. (Id.,§ 
3.) Until the jury rendered a verdict the price to be paid for the potatoes was not 
knowable just as was the case in Lickley. Therefore. the Court should have denied the 
request for prejudgment interest by Silver Creek as to all of the subject potatoes. 
3. Silver Creek is not entitled to interest on amounts recovered under warranty 
theories. 
Silver Creek also asserted warranty claims as to the A84 l 80s and the Rumbas. 
The amounts sought by Silver Creek for those potatoes were subject to the jury 
Defendant Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Prejudgment Interest - 5 
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care 
bore directly on whether it breached any warranties. The Court's instruction to the jury in 
this case is similar to a case out of the Eighth Circuit. In Lackawanna Leather Co. v. 
A1artin & Stewart, Ltd, 730 F.2d 1197, 1204 (8th Cir. 1984), the Eighth Circuit ruled in a 
similar case that instructing as to warranty claims defeats a claim for prejudgment 
interest. It wrote: 
That instruction charged that damages in a warranty action are "as determined in 
any manner which is reasonable, ... the difference at the time and place of 
acceptance between the value of the goods accepted and the value they would 
have had if they had been as warranted." Neb.Rev.Stat. ch. 91 § 2-714(2) 
(Reissue 1980). Given the discretion inherent in this "reasonableness" element 
and the impossibility of knowing which of the two theories the jury relied upon, 
the district court rejected Lackawanna's argument that its claim was liquidated. 
Id. In this case, the Court instructed the jury that evidence ''indicating that the seller 
exercised care in the manufacture, processing, or selection of the goods is relevant to the 
issue of whether the warranty was in fact broken." (Jury Instruction No. 14.) The jury had 
to consider whether Sunrain exercised care, i.e., acted reasonably, in providing the 
A84180s and Rumbas to Silver Creek. The adjudication of the warranty claims inherently 
involved utilization of discretion in reaching a result. Consequently, the Court should 
have denied Silver Creek's request for prejudgment interest on the recovery for the 
warranty claims because it involved more than just a mathematical calculation in 
reaching the result. 
CONCLUSIO~ 
As a result of the foregoing, the Court should vacate its order awarding Silver 
Creek prejudgment interest and deny Silver Creek's request. 
Defendant Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Prejudgment Interest - 6 
18 
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Mich e D. Gaffney 
Of B d St. Clair Gaffuey PA 
Attorneys for the Defendant/Counterclaimant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify I am a licensed attorney in the state ofldaho and on March 17, 2015, I 
served a true and correct copy of the DEFENDANT'S MEMORANDUM IN 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PREJUDGMENT INTEREST on the following by the 
method of delivery designated below: 
Andrew B. Wright 
Wright Brothers Law Office 
PO Box226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Fax: (208) 733-1669 
Blaine County Courthouse 
201 znd Avenue S., Ste. 106 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Fax: (208) 788-5527 
Mich 1 . Gaffney 
Of Be St. Clair Gaffney PA 
Attorney for Defendant 
D 
U.S. Mail D Hand-delivered ifF . ·1 acs1m1 e 
D U.S. Mail D Hand-delivered ~F. 'I acs1m1 e 
Defendant Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Prejudgment Interest - 7 
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FILED A.M H P.M 
Wright [ISB No. 6812] 
BROTHERS ~Dr·T~~ MAR 1 9 2015 
Box226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Telephone No. (208) 733-3107 
Facsimile No. (208) 733-1669 
e-mail: A Wright@WrightBrothersLaw.Com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffi'Counterdefendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STA TE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiffi'Counterdefendant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES, LLC, a Delaware ) 
limited liability company, ) 
Defendant/Counterclaimant. 
) 
) 
______________ ) 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
)ss. 
County of Blaine ) 
Case No. CV-2013-644 
AFFIDAVIT OF MARK 
JOHNSON IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION AND MEMORANDUM 
OF COSTS AND ATTORNEY FEES 
MARK JOHNSON, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states: 
1) My name is Mark Johnson. I am a member of Silver Creek Seed, LLC ("Silver 
Creek"). 
2) I have personal knowledge of the factual information contained herein, and am 
over the age of 18 years and competent to testify to the facts as stated herein. 
3) This affidavit is made upon personal knowledge setting forth facts that I believe 
to be true and would be admissible in evidence. 
AFFIDAVIT OF MARK JOHNSON IN SUPPORT OF MOTION AND MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND 
ATTORNEY FEES - l -
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Attm::hed hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of the Blanket Variety 
Attached hereto as Exlnoit B.are true and correct copies of invoices reflecting 
charges Silver Creek incurred from Wright Brothers Law Offi.ct; PLLC related to litigation 
oonceming the Contract. 
6) Silver Creek paid in full all of the invoices contained in Exln"bit B. 
7) Attached hereto as Ex.bibit C are true and correct copies of Silver Creek's check 
stubs evidencing its payment of the oosts and attorney fees it incurred in this matter. 
8) ln addition to the charges and payments shown in Exhibit D and ExbI"bit C, Silver 
Creek made payments totaling $30~54.53 (mcluding payment of an initial expert fee of 
$10,000.00) directly to Dr. Neil Oudmestad ~ professional services tbat he provided in this 
case. Attached hereto as Exlnm.t D are true and correct copies of check stubs evidencing 
payments Silver Creek ma.de to Dr. Gudmestad for bis services in this case. 
Further your affiant sayeth naught 
Iii 
DATED this /Z_ day of~ 2015. 
By:P:224'.k~ 
Mark Johnson 
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this J.'.J. day of March, 2015. 
NOTARY PUBi:: FOR IDAJ:{O 
Residingat L_tti~ ! U t 
My CommiS'Mll Exp=; K /£j~ 
AFFIDAVIT OF MARK JOHNSON IN SUPPORT OF MOTION AND MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND 
ATTORNEY FEES - 2 -
614 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
a n • .:,,,.,..., ... at:ton1ey 
of March, he 
document upon the following: 
Michael D. Gaffney 
BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY P.A. 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404-7495 
f1 
[ ] 
[ ] 
n 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Express Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile- (208) 529-9732 
E-mail 
on 
AFFIDAVIT OF MARK JOHNSON IN SUPPORT OF MOTION AND MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND 
ATTORNEY FEES 3 -
615 
EXHIBIT A 
616 
Potato Varieties, L.L.C. Seed Potato Grower 
This agreement (hereinafter referred to as "Agreement") is and entered 
day of_May > 2012 by and between Sunrain Potato Varieties, L.L.C. a Delaware. 
Limited Liability Company, hereinafter referred to as "Sunrain", and Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. 
Seed Farms, an Idaho partnership, hereinafter referred to as "Silver Creek Seed L.L.C.". 
Whereas, Sunrain wishes to secure a secure, clean source of certified potato seed of Proprietary 
varieties, for Sunrain's/ 2013 commercial planting seasons, AND 
Whereas, Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. is in the business to supply certified potato seed; 
Now, Therefore, in consideration of the covenants and conditions contained herein, Sunrain and 
Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. do agree to the following: 
1) TERM: The Term of this agreement shall be for Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. 's seed 
crop grown in 2012, in or around Blaine County for delivery to commercial. 
growers in December 2012, culminating in last deliveries in May 2013. This 
contract will be renewable for 2013-2014, upon renegotiation of seed quality and 
yield in the event ofa pricing change. In addition this will be a rolling, 3 Year· 
contract depending on annual evaluation of the program, varieties. and pricing 
structure. Parties will endeavor to meet pricing laid forward based on costing of 
early generation seed lots incoming to Silver Creek Seed. There will be two down 
payments on the seed for delivery in commercial years beginning in the fall of 
2012. Th~ dates will be December 31, March 1 for $2.00/cwt for December 
payment and $3.00 for the March payment. The final payment is due 30 days after 
shipping, and Silver Creek will invoice Sunrain for both down payments, and 
invoic~s regarding shipments. In addition, Sunrain will rent 1 storage facility 
beginning in 2012 Fall. The pricing will be .55 cents per cwt and the payments will 
be 1/3, 1/3, and 1/3. The payment schedule on the storage will be Oct 1, Feb, 1, 
and final payment 30 days after storage is empty. Silver Creek will take care of 
power, and oversee management of the storage, reporting to Sunrain any issues it 
deems necessary for proper seed storage. In addition, the buil~g will carry 
insurance to ensure both parties that the product is covered by necessary insurance 
for the contents. 
2) PRICE and QUANTITY: For the seed years 2012,.2013-comrnercial year 2012~ 
2013, Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. agrees to sell Generation 3 Proprietary seed potatoes and Sunrain 
agrees to purchase all cwt Generation 3 seed potatoes; Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. also will not be 
able to sell these varieties to any other entity other than Sun.rain due to Suma.in' s exclusive 
ownership of the varieties. Generation 3 seed will be sold to Sumain at$ 13.50 per cwt In the 
event that the yield falls below 350 cwt the price will go to $'14.50/cwt. All prices are loaded bulk 
----·----------------------------.. ----.. 
617 
Silver Creek Seed 's Creek Seed 
r.nnner,n:e: with Sunrain 's delivery schedules. acreage monitored and 
to back up calculations will be done scaled out weights. Generation 2 seed 
sold to Sunrain will be priced at $25.00 dollars/cwt and this price in based on 2012 incoming seed 
prices. Future pricing will depend on incoming early generation pricing on the Generation 2 seed. 
3) SIZE: Size of seed shall be 1-1/2 oz. Minimum and 9 .5 oz. Maximum, with a 5% 
tolerance on both size limits. Seed over the maximum size or under the minimum. will be 
appraised to packing quaiity by Sunrain at harvest time and be considered to be packed at 
Potandon's fresh packing operation at Idaho Select or.Walters's Produce, at either location in 
Idaho. The price will be $6/cwt of bulk product. In no event shall seed potatoes exceed 5% on 
either minimum or maximum size be accepted. Sunrain reserves the right to refuse/reject any 
loads exceeding 5% on either minimum or maximum sizes. 
4) SEED QUALITY STANDARDS: The seed shall conform to Idaho Crop 
Improvement Association standards for the generation being delivered to Suma.in, and must meet 
all certification requirements of the State ofldaho. All seed potatoes grown pursuant to this 
Agreement shall be inspected in the fields and storages by the appropnate inspectors. All seed 
potatoes shall be free from frost damage. Each load will be inspected, tagged, sealed, and certified 
prior to departure from Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. • s storages by the appropriate state inspection 
service. Each load will have an inspection certificate upon departure for Sunrain's destination. 
No advance payments shall be due with the exception of a down payment due 30 days after 
harvest. Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. will provide Sunrain with proof of said potatoes passing all 
certifications~ and field inspections, due at the time of delivery or after final inspections .. In 
addition, Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. agrees to follow Sunrain/Potandon{Solanum Seed Grower 
protocol "Attachment A" .. Also for all seed lots every.attempt will be taken to allow seed, to pass 
all state certification requirements as well as Phytosanitary requirements necessary for shipping · 
into Canada. This will include PCN testing to USDA/CFIA guidelines and Columbia Basin·Root 
Knot and Potato Rot Nematode testing. In addition 400 tuber samples will be sent to a USDA 
approved testing facility for Bacterial Ring Rot. Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. will .attempt to make its 
seed potatoes make US Fresh Grade in the growing of the seed crops.· 
5) SEED EXCLUSIVITY: 'Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. understands that all varieties· 
~pplied by S~ are exclusive to Sunrain and cannot be sold in any method to other potato· 
producers without St.mrain's written consent In addition, Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. agrees to 
Solanum's Grower Agreement concerning the exclusivity of the varieties. (See Attachment "B") 
6) PAYMENT: Upon proof of seed quality standards, full payment shall be made 30 
days after delivery of said variety. 
7) ATTORNEY FEES-VENUE; APPLICABLE LAW: Should any litigation be 
commenced between the parties concerning this Agreement or the rights and duties of the parties 
618 
shall brought exclusively 
""'"''"
1••1'1 to recover actual attorney fees and costs incurred 
is agreed that either party may seek immediate relief 
performance of any term or condition of this Agreement. This Agreement shall be an,JP.M-i?.n 
accordance with the laws of the state ofldaho. 
8) ASSIGNMENT-SUCCESSORS: This Agreement shall not be subcontracted, 
transferred, assigned or otherwise succeeded to, nor shall the performance of any of the duties set 
forth above be delegable by either party, without prior written consent of the other party. In the 
event of an assignment by consent. this Agreement shall be binding upon the heirs, executors, 
administrators, successors and assigns of both parties. This Agreement shall not be assignable by 
operation of law. 
9) WAIVER OF BREACH: The failure of either party to insist upon strict 
performance of any of the covenants and agreements contained herein shall not be construed to be 
a waiver or relinquishment of any such options or rights or of any other covenants or agreements, 
but the same shall be and remain in full force and effect 
IO) FORCE MAJEURE: Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. and/or Sunrain's obligations 
under this Agreement shall be abated in the event or by virtue of acts of God, war, civil unrest, 
or other similar cause or event which materially affects the applicable party's ability to 
perform. 
11) NOTICES: Any notice required to be given by any party to the other shall be 
deposited in the United States mail. registered or certified mail. return receipt requested, postage 
prepaid, addressed to Silver Creek Seed LL.C. Seed Farms, PO Box 646 Picabo, Idaho 83348, or 
to Sunrain Potato Varieties, L.L.C .• Attention Mel Davenport, 1210 Pier View Drive, Idaho Falls, 
1daho 83404. 
12) CONFIDENTIALITY: Both parties mutually agree not to disclose any of the 
tenns of this Agreement to any third party as long as the Agreell!,ent remains in effect, provided 
that Si:lver Creek Seed L.L.C. may disclose terms for the sole purpose of obtaining financing so 
long as the financial institution(s) agree(s) to the terms of this confidentiality clause. 
13) WARRANTY AND LIMITATIONS·OF LIABILITY: Silver Creek Seed 
L.L.C. warrants that the potatoes sold hereunder, (i) shall be conveyed free and clear of all liens, 
encumbrances, (ii) are of merchantable quality as set forth herein, (iii) are fit for their intended 
use, and (iv) conform to the description and meets or exceeds the quality standards contained 
herein above. Silver Creek Seed L.L.C. shall indemnify and hold Sunrain harmless from all crop 
liens, security interests, debts, obligations and encumbrances and all costs and damages arising 
therefrom., including reasonable attorneys' fees and costs. As an additional remedy, Sunrain may 
include as additional payees on any payment checks payable to Silver Creek Seed L.L.C.; (a) 
anyone claiming any interest in the seed or proceeds purchased under this contract; (b) as of the 
time of each payment which may be due hereunder, any other person or company which notifies 
Sunrain, or records or files its notice of its claim of interest in the seed. or proceeds therefrom. 
619 
UUJ~Q.t..lUU to 
name on 
makes no other or AAU!Ju,, ... ....,, 
herein. Consequential and incidental damages are hereby expressly 
14) ENTIRE AGREEMENT: This instrument contains the entire Agreement between 
the parties and supersedes any prior agreement, written or oral, between them and shall not be 
modified except by an agreement in writing executed by all parties. This Agreement shall be 
amended only by written instruction signed by all parties. Headings of this Agreement are for 
convenience only and-are not part of the Agreement and do not m any way limit or amplify the 
terms or provisions of the A~ement. 
15) WARRANTIES AND REPRESENTATIONS: Each party warrants and 
represents to the other that it has the. legal authority to enter into, execute and perform this 
Agreement, which each party is duly organized and in good standing under applicable law, and 
that the execution or performance of this Agreement shall not violate or breach any third party 
agreement or other obligation. 
Silver Creek Seed L.L.C 
By: 
Its: 
By: di)_% By: 
Its: Ek·>~"'1~,  Its: 
,,,_ 
Date: ~ -10 - d-,.o\). Date: 
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EXHIBIT B 
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Bi11To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 
r~bo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
6/20/2013 
Service Jtem 
ABW 
.. 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRJGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Call with client re: potato dispute, reviewed file 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 12922 
Invoice Date: 6/24/2013 
Matter 
00 l (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.2 235.00 47.00 
$47.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$47.00 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
622 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 I Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
7/3/2013 
Service Item 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 73 - 3107 
Fax: 208 9 
a'-4 
Qf>\>t?-~ 
Description 
Client meeting, reviewed file 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 13055 
Invoice Date: 7/22/2013 
Matter 
00 I (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
J 235.00 235.00 
$235.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$235.00 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 • 73W!07 
-------wwa:i,~4 
BiUTo: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 I Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
7/3 l/2013 
8/1/2013 
8/8/2013 
8/9/2013 
8/14/2013 
8/21/2013 
8/22/2013 
Service Item 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
Description 
Meeting with client; researched issues re: claims, right of 
rejection, inspection, implied warranties, etc.; drafted letter to 
Sunrain 
Revised demand: call with client; researched liability issues 
Reviewed additional crop infonnation 
Addressed crop damage issues 
Addressed issues for Complaint, e-mail to client 
Researched liability issues re: claim 
Call with client, researched issues for Complaint 
Total 
Without iimiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
invoice #: I 3'2:27 
Invoice Date: 8/26/2013 
Matter 
00 l (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
6.7 235.00 1.574.50 
0.8 235.00 188.00 
0.1 235.00 23.50 
0.1 235.00 23.50 
0.4 235.00 94.00 
0.3 235.00 70.50 
0.4 235.00 94.00 
$2,068.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$2,068.00 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 I Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
8/27/2013 
9/4/2013 
9/5/2013 
9/6/2013 
9/9/2013 
9/10/2013 
9/13/2013 
9/16/2013 
9/16/2013 
9/17/2013 
9/J7/2013 
9/18/2013 
9/23/2013 
8/27/2013 
Service Item 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
TR 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
226 • Twin Falls. Idaho• 83303~0226 
Phone: 208 - 73 107 
Fax: 20 . 9 
Description 
Finalized demand. researched Potandon, Sunrain entity issues 
Reviewed correspondence, revised claims for Complaint 
Call with client; preparing ring rot claim 
Call with client, preparing claim against Sunrain. researched 
possible ICIA liability 
Preparing claim against Sunrain 
Research crop loss issues re: crop improvement assns 
Research crop assn negligence 
Research crop assn negligence 
Call with client, drafting Complaint and researching possible 
arbitration requirement 
Researching re contractual claims against Sunrain; researching 
additional liability issues. 
Finalizing complaint.. researching warranty issues 
Finalizing complaint, researching warranty/estoppel/good faith 
issues 
Call with client; revised complaint; reviewed additional 
certification documents and issues 
Postage Fees 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 13400 
Invoice Date: 9/25/2013 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
1.8 235.00 423.00 
1.0 235.00 235.00 
0.6 235.00 141.00 
2.2 235.00 517.00 
0.3 235.00 70.50 
2.1 165.00 346.50 
0.4 165.00 66.00 
0.3 165.00 49.50 
3.3 235.00 775.50 
2.4 195.00 468.00 
2.9 235.00 681.50 
3.4 235.00 799.00 
0.7 235.00 164.50 
0.92 0.92 
$4,737.92 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$4,737.92 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
POBox646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
9/27/2013 
9/30/2013 
10/8/2013 
I 0/14/2013 
10/15/2013 
10/16/2013 
10/17/2013 
9/11/2013 
9/30/2013 
10/16/2013 
10/23/2013 
10/23/2013 
Service ltem 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Addressed liability issues 
Researched liability issues 
Call with client 
Addressed service of process; e-mail to opposing counsel 
Review pleadings and file documents 
Review documents; research re: causation 
Research re: causation issues 
Postage Fees 
Filing Fees (MJOH) 
LexisNexis Database Search Fees 
LexisNexis Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Wiihout iimiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: i3556 
Invoice Date: 10/24/2013 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.6 235.00 141.00 
0.6 235.00 141.00 
0.1 235.00 23.50 
0.2 235.00 47.00 
0.7 16S.OO 115.50 
3.5 165.00 577.50 
1.1 165.00 181.50 
2.98 2.98 
96.00 96.00 
47.43 47.43 
7.56 7.56 
1.12 1.12 
155.09 
$1,382.09 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$1,382.09 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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BillTo: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 I Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
10/30/2013 
10/30/2013 
10/31/2013 
11/1/2013 
10/31/2013 
l l/25/2013 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Research re: contract claim defense 
Drafting discovery requests; reviewed client's documentation 
Finalizing discovery requests; Case preparation 
Drafted reply; finalized discovery: call with client 
Postage Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due .amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 13698 
Invoice Date: 11/26/2013 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.7 165.00 115.50 
2.5 235.00 587.50 
4.4 235.00 1,034'.00 
l.1 235.00 258.50 
2.84 2.84 
3.20 3.20 
6.04 
$2,001.54 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$2,001.54 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
226 Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0226 
Fax: 20 · 9 
Phone: 2~0-7 107 
'~ ()~ 
..-B-ill-To-: ---------.'o"'\'\a~ 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 
83348 
Date of Service 
11/25/2013 
12/4/2013 
12/4/2013 
12/10/2013 
12/17/2013 
11/26/2013 
Service Item 
ABW 
ABW 
CFW 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
Description 
Call with client 
Client meeting; Addressed causation issues and preparing 
additional discovery 
Review and conf. re: causation issues. 
Drafted 2nd set of discovery; reviewed responses to requests 
for admission; correspondence to client 
Call with client 
Postage Fees 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 1379i 
Invoice Date: 12/23/2013 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.1 235.00 23.50 
2.6 235.00 611.00 
0.2 255.00 51.00 
0.8 235.00 188.00 
0.1 235.00 23.50 
1.58 1.58 
. 
$898.58 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$898.58 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 I Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
1n12014 
1/12/2014 
l/13/2014 
1/16/2014 
1/16/2014 
1/16/2014 
1/13/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
CFW 
BB 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 Twin Falls. Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 7 107 
9 
Description 
Call with client; Reviewed discovery documents 
Reviewed discovery requests from Sunrain; e-mail to client 
Call with client 
Conf re: damage and causation issues. 
Research re: punitive damages 
Client meeting; Reviewed discovery documentation 
LexisNexis Database Search Fees 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 13900 
Invoice Date: 1/27/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.6 285.00 171.00 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
0.3 285.00 85.SO 
2.0 215.00 430.00 
1.6 285.00 456.00 
48.10 48.10 
$1,333.10 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$1,333.10 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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BmTo: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 
83348 
Date of Service 
1/27/2014 
1/28/2014 
1/29/2014 
1/30/2014 
2/10/2014 
2/17/2014 
2/18/2014 
2/20/2014 
2/24/2014 
1/25/2014 
2/24/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Addressed discovel)' answers 
Discovery responses, discovery demand letter, additional 
discovel)' requests, and subpoena 
Review discovery documents; Drafting discovery responses 
Draft discovery answers and organize exhibits; draft 3rd set of 
interrogatories; draft letter to opposing counsel re: discovery 
requests; draft subpoena to Pontandon; draft notices of service 
Call with Wooten's attorney, reviewed discovery 
Review documents and compile outline w/exhibits 
Review discovery documents and compile exhibits for outline 
Call with client, addressed discovery 
Revised discovery answers; E-mail to client 
Postage Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foiegoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 1 i4009 
Invoice Date: 2/25/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
O.l 215.00 21.50 
2.6 215.00 559.00 
8.4 215.00 1,806.00 
0.4 285.00 114.00 
3.1 215.00 666.50 
5.9 215.00 1,268.50 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
1.8 285.00 513.00 
1.64 l.64 
7.20 7.20 
8.84 
$5,099.84 
per annum. I Payments/Credits -$5,099.84 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 I Picabo, ill 83348 
Date of Service 
2/28/2014 
3/17/2014 
3/18/2014 
3/26/2014 
3/26/2014 
3/26/2014 
3/27/2014 
3/1/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
BR 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 73 3107 
Description 
Call with client: reviewed discovery documentation 
Addressed scheduling issues 
Case preparation 
Addressed acceptance of goods, motion for summary judgment 
Research acceptance of goods issue 
Meeting with client; Addressed expert disclosure issues; 
Preparing case for trial 
Call with client 
Postage Fees 
Total 
Wit'iout limiting the foregoing, any past due a.'1101.mts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: i 4 i i3 
Invoice Date: 3/28/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
0.3 215.00 64.50 
0.3 235.00 70.50 
4.8 285.00 1,368.00 
0.1 285.00 28.50 
0.90 0.90 
$1,731.90 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$1,731.90 
This invoice may not include items such as copies. filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
631 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
226 Twin Falls. Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 • 7 107 
Fax: 20 ~ 
~Bi-llT-o:--~~~~--~~OfJJ.~~r:.a 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 I Picabo, IV 83348 
Date of Service 
4/1/2014 
4/2/2014 
4/2/2014 
4/3/2014 
4/3/2014 
4/4/2014 
4n12014 
4n12ou 
4/8/2014 
4/8/2014 
4/10/2014 
4/11/2014 
4/15/2014 
4/15/2014 
4/16/2014 
4/16/2014 
4/17/2014 
4/17/2014 
4/18/2014 
4/18/2014 
4/22/2014 
4/23/2014 
Service Item 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
Description 
Research re: UCC acceptance of goods 
Research re: sale of goods; draft motion for summary 
judgment, memo in support of smj. 
Preparing discovery answers: exhibits: information for experts 
Draft memo supporting motion for summary judgment 
Calls with potential expert witnesses; Call with client; Call with 
opposing counsel 
Draft memo supporting summary judgment 
Draft memo supporting summary judgment, affidavit of M. 
Johnson: research liability for buyer's resale 
Revising discovery; Client meeting; Case preparation 
Research re: breach of warranty claims, liability to 3rd party. 
Preparation of information for expert witnesses 
Review and revise mtn for summary judgment, affidavit of M. 
Johnson 
Call with client 
Addressed expert disclosures, punitive damages; review letter 
to Miller research re: expert opinion 
Case preparation; Addressed causation issues/document review 
Review and compile discovery documentation re: ring rot 
testing; research re: assessing punitive damages on parent 
corporation 
Meeting with client re: deposition preparation; Preparing 
infonnation for experts 
Draft motion and memorandum to extend deadlines or re-set 
trial 
Call with Dr. Gudenstad; Mark Johnson deposition; Review of 
inspections 
Revise motion and memorandum to extend time; draft affidavit 
ofABW 
Revised motion to extend deadlines 
Reviewed discovery documents and causation issues; Revising 
correspondence to experts 
Preparing additional discovery: Call with client; Preparing 
information for experts 
Total 
Without iimiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14225 
Invoice Date: 4/24/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
1.6 215.00 344.00 
4.l 215.00 881.50 
2.8 285.00 798.00 
2.3 215.00 494.50 
0.9 285.00 256.50 
1.4 215.00 301.00 
3.1 215.00 666.50 
4.3 285.00 1,225.50 
3.1 215.00 666.50 
0.9 285.00 256.50 
3.2 215.00 688.00 
0.1 285.00 28.50 
0.4 215.00 86.00 
5.4 285.00 1,539.00 
5.2 215.00 1,118.00 
6.3 285.00 1,795.50 
1.1 215.00 236.50 
5.3 285.00 1,510.50 
2.1 215.00 451.50 
1.8 285.00 513.00 
4.5 285.00 1,282.50 
4.6 285.00 1,311.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
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BillTo: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 
rcabo, ID 83348 
Date of Senrice 
3/112014 
4/1/2014 
4/2412014 
4/24/2014 
Service Item 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 Twin Falls. Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 7 107 
Fax: 2 
Description 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Postage Fees 
Copies 
Copies of Deposition - Mark Johnson 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without iimiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14225 
Invoice Date: 4/24/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
96.33 96.33 
3.20 3.20 
14.40 14.40 
262.35 262.35 
376.2& 
$16,826.78 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$16,826.78 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
4/24/2014 
4/25/2014 
4/28/2014 
4/28/2014 
4/29/2014 
4/29/2014 
4/30/2014 
5/1/2014 
5/2/2014 
5/5/2014 
5/6/2014 
5/7/2014 
5/7/2014 
5/8/2014 
5/9/2014 
5/13/2014 
5/13/2014 
5/14/2014 
5/14/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
CFW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Prepared exhibits for experts; addressed causation issues 
Prepared information related to causation, evidence related to 
Ebe Farms 
Research re; Washington seed certification regulations 
Prepared for client meeting; Addressing additional infonnation 
needed from Sunrain 
Research re: Nevada seed potato certification requirements 
Addressed additional discovery; Meeting with client; Revised 
information to experts 
Correspondence to Miller, Gudmestad; Revising reply, 
discovery 
Correspondence with Dr. Hopkins 
Research re: Nevada health certificate, administrative 
regulations 
Finalized reply; e-mail to opposing counsel; addressed 
scheduling issues 
Reviewed certification issues in Idaho, Washington, and 
Nevada; Letter to opposing counsel; Call with client 
Review procedures for certification and recertification. 
Drafting SMJ memorandum to address 
certification/re-certification issue; e-mails vl'ith experts; 
reviewed IClA rules 
Revising summary judgment documents 
Call with Jeff Miller; addressed additional information for 
expert; e-mail Gudenstad 
Research re: Nevada seed potato regulations, ICIA certification 
rules 
Conference call with Gudenstad; Researched Chieftain source 
through CFIA: Call to client 
Review/compare discovery answers and supplemental 
discoveries re: cattle feed; review/revise memo supporting 
summary judgment, affidavit ofM. Johnson 
E-mail Gudenstad, Millers, opposing counsel; addressed 
damages issues 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due mnounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14349 
Invoice Date: 5/27/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
1.3 285.00 370.50 
2.4 285.00 684.00 
1.2 215.00 258.00 
2.6 285.00 741.00 
0.2 215.00 43.00 
4.6 285.00 1,311.00 
l.4 285.00 399.00 
0.1 285.00 28.50 
0.8 215.00 172.00 
1.5 285.00 427.50 
3.5 285.00 997.50 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
5.8 285.00 1,653.00 
1.8 285.00 513.00 
0.7 285.00 199.50 
2.5 215.00 537.50 
3.7 285.00 1,054.50 
6.1 215.00 1,311.50 
0.9 285.00 256.50 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
5/15/2014 
5/15/2014 
5/16/2014 
5/16/2014 
5/19/2014 
5/20/2014 
5/20/2014 
3/1/2014 
4/28/2014 
4/29/2014 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
TR 
ABW 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Review and analyze bills oflading/invoices, Cow Chow 
loads/billing, harvest reports; revise memo supporting smj, aff. 
ofM. Johnson 
E-mail with expert; reviewed correspondence 
Review ring rot testing documents, state inspector notesheets; 
Revise memo supporting summary judgment, Aff. ofM. 
Johnson, exhibits to Aff. ofM. Johnson; Conference re: 
contract price and recertification issues 
E-mails to Gudenstad and Miller; Addressed damages 
Call with Dr. Miller; Drafting summary judgment 
memorandum 
Researching privileged materials in expert disclosure 
Drafted 26(b)4 disclosures; Call w/ Dr. Miller; Call with client; 
Reviewed draft report. 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Postage Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting t11e foregoing, a.,y past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
invoice #: 114349 
Invoice Date: 5/27/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
7.3 215.00 1,569.50 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
4.6 215.00 989.00 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
4.1 285.00 1,168.50 
0.8 225.00 180.00 
3.7 285.00 l.054.50 
41.58 41.S8 
15.26 15.26 
31.44 31.44 
88,28 
$16,235.28 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$16,235.28 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
2 635 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 I Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
5/30/2014 
5/30/2014 
6/1/2014 
6/2/2014 
6/2/2014 
6/3/2014 
6/3/2014 
6/4/2014 
6/4/20!4 
6/5/2014 
6/5/2014 
6/6/2014 
6/9/2014 
6/10/2014 
6/12/2014 
6/16/2014 
6/17/2014 
6/17/2014 
6/18/2014 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 • Twin Falls. Idaho· 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 • 73 - I 07 
Fax: 20 9 
Description 
Revise memo supporting smj, aff. ofMJ 
Revising summary judgment memorandum and affidavit 
Revisions to Johnson affidavit for summary judgment 
Revise smj memo and Aff. ofMJ: review Silver Creek invoices 
Calls with client and Nancy; Revised memorandum, affidavit; 
Drafted motion; Addressing damages calculations 
Review/revise aff. ofMJ, memo supporting SMJ; draft 
amended motion for smj, amended notice of hearing 
Reformatted and revised summary judgment and affidavit 
without damage amounts 
Review documentation from client, invoices 
Call with Nancy 
Call with Nancy; set depositions: e-mails with opposing 
counsel: addressed damages calculations 
Review accounting documentation, Sunrain discovery 
responses re: deposits. 
Review account documents, invoices, discovery responses, 
counterclaim; TIC and email to Nancie re: accounting, 
invoices/bills of lading; draft notice of deposition for John, 
Davenport, Bragg, Derbridge 
Review/analyze outstanding seed invoices/spreadsheets and 
amount owed; T/C w/ Nancie re: bills oflading 
Review and analyze email/documents from Nancie re: cow 
chow, invoices, outstanding amount owed 
Email correspondence w/ Nancie re: bill of lading and invoices; 
review and analyze email/documents from Nancie 
Reviewed response to summary judgment filed by Sunrain 
Review memo and affidavits opposing summary judgment; 
review discovery responses re: rejection, cattle feed agreement; 
research re: installment contracts, conclusory affidavits, 
rejection of goods; conference re: summary judgment 
Call with client; Addressing issues for affidavit and reply brief 
Research re: installment contracts; draft affidavit of MJ; review 
discovery responses re: email correspondence; draft reply 
memo to opposition to smj; TIC w/ Client re: affidavit of MJ 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 14447 
Invoice Date: 6/19/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.4 215.00 516.00 
1.3 285.00 370.50 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
2.1 215.00 451.50 
6.6 285.00 l,881.00 
1.7 215.00 365.50 
2.9 285.00 826.50 
0.9 215.00 193.50 
O.l 285.00 28.50 
1.5 285.00 427.50 
4.4 215.00 946.00 
4.7 215.00 1,010.SO 
2.5 215.00 537.50 
2.2 215.00 473.00 
1.3 215.00 279.50 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
4.9 215.00 1,053.50 
3.3 285.00 940.50 
5.1 215.00 1,096.50 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies. filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
636 
BillTo: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 
IPicabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
6/18/2014 
5/26/2014 
6/2/2014 
6/19/2014 
6/19/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 • Twin Falls, ldaho • 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 • 73 • 3 107 
ne. .. cription 
Revised affidavit; Addressed issues for summary judgment; 
Call with client 
Postage Fees 
Miller Research: Document review and repon preparation 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due a.'tlounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14447 
Invoice Date: 6/19/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.8 285.00 798.00 
21.88 21.88 
1,275.00 1,275.00 
41.67 41.67 
3.20 3.20 
1,341.75 
$13,708.25 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$13,708.25 
This invoice may not include. items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
2 637 
BiHTo: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 I P,cabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
6/19/2014 
6/20/2014 
6/20/2014 
6/23/2014 
6/23/2014 
6/24/2014 
6/24/2014 
6/25/2014 
6/25/2014 
6/26/2014 
6/26/2014 
6/27/2014 
6/27/2014 
6/29/2014 
6/30/2014 
6/30/2014 
7/1/2014 
7/1/2014 
712/2014 
7/2/2014 
Service ltem 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho • 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 73• - 3107 
Fax: 2 
. a~ 
Q,;;\a&~ 
Description 
Draft reply memo in support of smj; research re: conclusory 
affidavits; substantial impairment of value. 
Review/revise reply memo supporting smj. 
Revised reply to opposition to summary judgment 
Draft Aff. of ABW, Motion to Strike, Notice of Hearing 
Revised reply to opposition to motion for summary judgment 
Review meeting recordings 
Prepared for depositions; E-mails with Court clerk 
Review/analyze meeting recordings; addressed expert 
testimony 
Drafted notices of deposition; Prepared for depositions 
Review supplemental discovery, expert disclosures; research re: 
expert opinion admissibility; addressed outstanding invoices, 
deposits, payments 
Calls with client; Revised documentation summarizing 
payments, invoices, shipments, etc.; E-mail with opposing 
counsel 
Review/analyze invoices, checks from Sunrain; TIC and email 
correspondence w/ Nancie re: outstanding balances, Sunrain 
Checks; generate invoice/check ledger 
Outlining argument for summary judgment 
Prepared argument for summary judgment hearing 
Research re: expert testimony; draft and organize deposition 
questions and exhibits; review/analyze Sunrain payment 
ledgers 
Prepared for summary judgment hearing; Travel; Hearing in 
Blaine County 
Review expert disclosures, MJ deposition; research re: 
excluding expert testimony 
Prepare for John, Davenport. Derbridge depositions; Travel to 
Idaho Falls 
Outline arguments for mtn in limine; email correspondence and 
T/Cs w/Nancie re: outstanding invoices and amounts owed 
Deposition preparation; Depositions of Davenport, John, 
Derbridge; Travel from Idaho Falls 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14549 
Invoice Date: 7/23/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
7.l 215.00 1,526.50 
2.6 215.00 559.00 
2.2 285.00 627.00 
1.l 215.00 236.50 
3.0 285.00 855.00 
l.O 215.00 215.00 
13 285.00 370.50 
4.9 215.00 1,053.50 
3.3 285.00 940.50 
2.6 215.00 559.00 
3.1 285.00 883.50 
3.2 215.00 688.00 
0.4 285.00 114.00 
2.6 285.00 741.00 
5.l 215.00 1,096.50 
7.9 285.00 2,251.50 
5.4 215.00 l,161.00 
5.8 285.00 l,653.00 
3.0 2!5.00 645.00 
8.5 285.00 2,422.50 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
1 638 
Bi11To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
7/3/2014 
7/9/2014 
7/10/2014 
7/11/2014 
7/14/2014 
7/14/2014 
7/15/2014 
7/15/2014 
7/16/2014 
7/17/2014 
7/22/2014 
5/26/2014 
7/1/2014 
7/1/2014 
7/22/2014 
7/22/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Reviewed documents provided in discovery 
Email correspondence w/ Nancie re: corrected invoices, 
outstanding amounts owed; review corrected invoices/bills of 
lading: draft stipulated motion to vacate and reset trial 
Research re: partial summary judgment/findings of fact; review 
email and revised invoices from Nancie; draft order on partial 
summary judgment 
Review smj filings; Revise order on partial smj 
Revise order on partial summary judgment; conference re: 
summary judgment (damages); review seed delivery documents 
(BOLs, invoices, spreadsheets); research re: partial smj on 
damages: draft order vacating trial date, memo supporting 
partial smj (damages) 
Reviewed correspondence from Gudmestad: Telephone call 
with Gudmestad; Call with client; Revised Motion to Continue, 
Order; E-mail with opposing counsel; Addressed 2nd motion 
for summary judgment 
Review seed shipping documents, invoices, harvest results; 
conference re: smj order; draft memo for summary judgment 
(damages), assemble smj exhibits 
Revised SMJ order; Reviewed 2nd SMJ issue 
Research re: contract damages; review Silver Creek invoices, 
payments/deposits from Sunrain; emails to Nancie re: bill of 
ladings: draft memo supporting partial summary judgment 
(damages) 
Revise smj memo (damages); TIC wt Nancie re; BOL 
corrections 
Call with clerk re: status of order 
Postage Fees 
Travel Expense for Depositions 
Copies of Depositions - M. Davenport, A. Derbridge, D. John 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without Hrniting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: l 4549 
Invoice Date: 7/23/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.5 285.00 142.50 
2.0 215.00 430.00 
2.1 215.00 451.50 
0.9 215.00 193.50 
5.0 215.00 1,075.00 
1.2 285.00 342.00 
5.4 215.00 1,161.00 
L4 285.00 399.00 
6.1 215.00 1,311.50 
1.9 215.00 408.50 
0.1 285.00 28.50 
9.02 9.02 
124.!9 124.19 
1.025.91 1,025.91 
79.37 79.37 
20.88 20.88 
1,259.37 
$25,800.87 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$25,800.87 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
2 639 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 
83348 
Date of Service 
7/23/2014 
7/23/2014 
7/24/2014 
7/24/2014 
7/25/2014 
7/25/2014 
7/28/2014 
7/28/2014 
7/29/2014 
7/29/2014 
7/30/20]4 
7/31/2014 
8/1/2014 
8/4/2014 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Addressed smj memo, motion in limine; email correspondence 
w/ Nancie re: BOUinvoice discrepancy; revise smj memo; 
draft aff. ofMJ in support of smj 
Addressed issues for memorandum for 2nd SMJ; 
Correspondence to client 
Research re: installment contract breach/damages; review email 
from Nancie re: B0Ls; review/revise memo and aff supporting 
summary judgment 
Revised memorandum for 2nd SMJ and Johnson affidavit 
Draft notice of hearing; review and revise memo supporting 
summary judgment, aff. ofMJ supporting smj/exhibits; T/Cs 
w/Nancie re: aff. of MJ; review motion to reconsider and 
supporting affidavits 
Revised 2nd SMJ memorandum, affidavit, motion; Addressed 
Motion to Reconsider 
Draft supplemental discovery answers, notice of service 
Correspondence with Gudmestad; Addressed issues on motion 
to reconsider 
Review mtn to enlarge time, aff. of opp. counse~ exhibits to 
aff. of MJ, Sunrain discovery responses: draft objection to mtn 
to enlarge time; review procedural rules re: mtn to reconsider 
Revised objection to enlargement of time; Provided dates for 
Court; Addressed objection to Motion to Reconsider issues 
Research re: mtn to reconsider, new evidence 
Review Davenport depo., John depo., Derbridge depo., Johnson 
depo., reconsideration filings, meeting recording; research re: 
implied warranties, warranty waivers 
Draft memorandum opposing reconsideration: research re: 
striking affidavits 
Research re: contract interpretation/enforcement, intent of 
contracting parties; draft memo opposing reconsideration 
(sections re: conformance to contract, express and implied 
warranties) 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 14642 
Invoice Date: 8/22/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.3 215.00 494.50 
1.2 285.00 342.00 
3.8 215.00 817.00 
3.1 285.00 883.50 
3.8 215.00 817.00 
3.3 285.00 940.50 
0.5 215.00 107.50 
12 285.00 342.00 
l.7 215.00 365.50 
3.1 285.00 883.50 
3.3 215.00 709.50 
7.8 215.00 1,677.00 
4.3 215.00 924.50 
4.0 215.00 860.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
640 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
8/5/2014 
8/6/2014 
8nt2014 
8/8/2014 
8/8/2014 
8/13/2014 
8/13/2014 
8/18/2014 
8/19/2014 
8/19/2014 
8/20/2014 
8/20/2014 
8/21/2014 
8/1/2014 
8/20/2014 
Service Item 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Research re; admissibility of evidence (telephone 
conversations); draft memo opposing reconsideration (sections 
on warranty of merchantability and rejection} 
TIC wl opp. counsel re: hearing on mm. to enlarge time; 
Research re: breach of installment contract. conflicting 
testimony, sham affidavit rule, authenticating evidence; draft 
memo opp. reconsideration (sections on breach, acceptance, 
rejection) 
Draft/revise memo opposing reconsideration; research re: 
motion in liminie, excluding expert testimony 
Review/analyze damage amount; review mtn in liminie; 
research re: admissibility/foundation of expert testimony 
Hearing on Motion to Enlarge Time; Addressed memorandum 
related to 2nd SMJ and Motion to Reconsider 
Research re; impairment of installment contract 
Revising memorandum objecting to motion to reconsider 
Research re: breach/substantially impair value of installment 
contract; review documentation re: seed deposits; revise memo 
opposing reconsideration 
Research re: UCC, effective rejection, acceptance; review Bills 
of Lading in response to discovery requests; review depositions 
re: rejection; revise memo opposing motion to reconsider 
Preparing additional documents to be provided in discovery; 
Correspondence with client 
Review/revise memo opposing reconsideration; research re: 
cancellation of installment contracts, effective nijection as 
question oflaw or fact 
Call with client; reviewed additional documentation; 
Correspondence to opposing counsel 
Review/revise memo opposing motion for reconsideration 
Postage Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due a.rnounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14642 
Invoice Date: 8/22/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.8 215.00 602.00 
5.7 215.00 1,225.50 
6.1 215.00 1,311.50 
4.2 215.00 903.00 
l.6 285.00 456.00 
3.7 215.00 795.50 
2.5 285.00 712.50 
5.0 215.00 1,075.00 
5.0 215.00 1,075.00 
0.9 285.00 256.50 
5.6 215.00 1,204.00 
l.3 285.00 370.50 
5.9 215.00 1,268.50 
18.74 18.74 
12.48 12.48 
31.22 
$21,450.72 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$21,450.72 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
2 641 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 I Picabo, ID 8334B 
Date of Service 
8/25/2014 
8/29/2014 
8/29/2014 
9/2/2014 
9/2/2014 
9/3/2014 
9/4/2014 
9/4/2014 
9/5/2014 
9/5/2014 
9/8/2014 
9/8/2014 
9/9/2014 
9/10/2014 
9/11/2014 
9/12/2014 
9/14/2014 
9/15/2014 
9/17/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Reviewed new scheduling deadlines; E-mail client 
Researched opposition to mtn to reconsider, installment 
contracts; research re: substantial impainnent of installment 
contracts 
Revising brief in response to motion to reconsider 
Addressed summary judgment and reconsideration motions; 
review Sunrain's memo opposing smj and associated 
documents: research re: tender/delivery of goods; draft reply 
memo supporting motion for 2nd summary judgment 
Reviewed objection to 2nd summary judgment filed by Sunrain 
Research re: burdens of proof on summary judgment, 
conclusory arguments: draft reply to opposition to 2nd smj 
Draft/review reply memo supporting 2nd summary judgment; 
revise memo opposing motion for reconsideration; addressed 
memos, summary judgment issues, damages 
Revised Reply to 2nd Motion for Summary Judgment 
Revise memo opposing reconsideration 
Call with client; Revised Reply to 2nd Motion for Summary 
Judgment; Revised Objection to Motion to Reconsider 
Researched opposition to reconsideration, breach of installment 
contracts; review memo opposing reconsideration; research re: 
breach of installment contracts 
Revised objection to motion to reconsider; E-mails to Court, 
client 
Call with client; Hearing preparation 
Review depositions; revise infonnation to expert witnesses 
Review depositions; revise/update expert materials 
Reviewed additional filing from Sunrain 
Preparation for hearing on Motion to Reconsider, 2nd Motion 
for Summary Judgment 
Preparation for hearings: Call with client; Travel: Hearings on 
motions to reconsider, 2nd SMJ 
Correspondence to opposing counsel, client; Reviewed 
damages 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at !2% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 1473 7 
Invoice Date: 9/26/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
02 285.00 57.00 
4.1 215.00 881.50 
1.8 285 .00 513.00 
4.6 215.00 989.00 
0.5 285.00 142.50 
6.1 215.00 1,311.50 
7.5 215 .00 1,612.50 
4.7 285.00 1,339.50 
1.2 215.00 258.00 
4.0 285.00 1,140.00 
2.3 215.00 494.50 
4.5 285.00 1,282.50 
0.4 285.00 114.00 
3.2 215.00 688.00 
3.2 215 .00 688.00 
0.4 285.00 114.00 
2.5 285.00 712.50 
7.6 285.00 2,166.00 
0.5 285.00 142.50 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such a~ copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
Page 1 642 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 
IPicabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
8/26/2014 
9/15/2014 
9/24/2014 
9/24/2014 
Service Uem 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
Description 
Postage Fees 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due a.mounts will bear interest at 12% 
per annum. 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees. etc. for which we 
have not yet been bilied. 
2 
Invoice 
Invoice#: i4737 
Invoice Date: 9/26/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
13.49 13.49 
130.58 130.58 
48.22 4822 
4.40 4.40 
196.69 
Total $14,843.19 
Payments/Credits -$14,843.19 
Balance Due $0.00 
643 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 
IPicabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
9/30/2014 
10/1/2014 
10/1/2014 
10/2/2014 
1on12014 
10/8/2014 
10/9/2014 
10/10/2014 
10/13/2014 
I0/13/2014 
10/14/2014 
10/14/2014 
10/15/2014 
10/15/2014 
10/16/2014 
10/16/2014 
10/17/2014 
10/20/2014 
10/20/2014 
10/21/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Preparing information for Gudmestad 
Draft stipulation for entry of judgment 
Call with client; Preparing proposed stipulation 
Review invoices, Sunrain payments: Draft/revise Stipulation 
for Entry of Judgment, Stipulated Judgment 
Review/revise Stipulation for Entry of Judgment, Judgment; 
revise/update letter and exhibits to N. Gudmestad 
Meeting with client 
Revised proposed stipulation and judgment; Preparing 
information to Gudmestad 
Correspondence with Gudmestad; Preparing information for 
Oudmestad 
Review crop reports re: chieftain seed/growers 
Prepared information for Gudmestad 
Review/revise letter to experts; research re: seed potato crop 
cullage rate; establishing damages 
Drafted correspondence and prepared exhibits for Gudenstad 
Research re: certainty of damages, sufficient evidence of 
quantity/damages; conference re: ascertaining damages, letter 
to L. Braga re: damage calculation; draft letter to L. Braga re: 
background/damage calculation . 
E-mails Ga:ffuey, Oudenstad; Calls with client, Miller, CPA; 
Prepared information for Miller 
Draft letter/information to L. Braga re: damage calculation; 
email correspondence w/ Nancie re: itemization of expenses 
due to BRR and supporting documentation 
Prepared documents for Dr. Miller 
Draft/revise letter and exhibits to L. Braga re: damages 
Call with client: Revised information to Braga 
Revise letter to L. Braga; review damage spreadsheets from 
client 
Review spreadsheets/documentation from client re: damages; 
TIC w/ Nancie re: cellar rent; conference re: letter to L. Braga, 
damages, lost profits: revise letter to L. Braga; generate lost 
profits/damages spreadsheets and graphs 
Total 
Without limiting Hie foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14845 
Invoice Date: 10/28/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
1.3 215.00 279.50 
0.6 285.00 171.00 
3.1 215.00 666.50 
1.5 215.00 322.50 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
4.1 285.00 1,168.50 
0.4 285.00 114.00 
2.2 215.00 473.00 
2.9 285.00 826.50 
3.6 215.00 774.00 
3.3 285.00 940.50 
6.8 215.00 1,462.00 
1.6 285.00 456.00 
2.5 215.00 537.50 
0.5 285.00 142.50 
5.0 215.00 1,075.00 
0.6 285.00 171.00 
l.5 215.00 322.50 
6.8 215.00 1,462.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
644 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 
'Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
10/21/2014 
10/22/2014 
10/22/2014 
10/23/2014 
10/23/2014 
10/24/2014 
10/24/2014 
9/29/2014 
10/21/2014 
I0/27/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
226 • Twin Falls, Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 • 73 - 3107 
69 
·~· 
Description 
Meeting with client: Revising damage calculations; 
Correspondence with Miller, Gudmestad 
TIC wl Nancie re: damages 
Meeting with Braga re: damages calculations: Call with client;, 
Prepared disclosure information; Reviewed updated report 
from Dr. Miller 
Addressed expert issues, seed cutting/certification; research re: 
Sunrain 's mtn in liminie, certification requirements, cutting 
records 
Calls with Braga, Gudmestad, Client; Preparing information for 
26(b )4 disclosures, damages calculations 
Correspondence with Braga; Revising damages calculations; 
26(b)4 disclosure for Dr. Miller 
Addressed damages, letter/exhibits to L. Braga, Sunrain's 
motion in liminie; review/revise letter/exhibits co L. Braga 
Postage Fees 
Copies 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 14845 
Invoice Date: 10/28/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.7 285.00 769.50 
O.l 215.00 21.50 
2.7 285.00 769.50 
2.0 215.00 430.00 
2.4 285.00 684.00 
3.4 285.00 969.00 
1.4 215.00 301.00 
1720 17.20 
124.56 124.56 
77.46 77.46 
219.22 
$15,699.22 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$15,699.22 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees. etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 
IPicabo, iD 83348 
Date of Service 
10/26/2014 
10/27/2014 
10/27/2014 
10/28/2014 
11/13/2014 
11/20/2014 
11/20/2014 
I l/21/2014 
11/24/2014 
10/24/2014 
11/13/2014 
l l/18/2014 
11/24/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Reviewed Gudmestad report; Correspondence with Gudmestad 
Review damages documentation from client, expert reports; 
review case; review caselaw re: farmer testimony on value of 
crop; draft supplemental discovery response/exhibits re: 
damages 
Prepared supplemental discovery answers for experts 
Addressed scheduling deadlines and issues 
Call with client; Correspondence with Gudmestad 
Research re: setoff, pleadings, res judicata issues 
Meeting with Bailey re: Wootens; Reviewed possible offset 
issue 
Research re: setoffs/counterclaims; indemnification claims; 
ripeness 
Research re: ripeness/res judicata and setoffs 
Postage Fees 
Litigation Support Services provided by Ataraxis Accounting 
(MJOH) 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing. any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14945 
Invoice Date: 11/25/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
1.1 285.00 313.50 
4.9 215.00 1,053.50 
2.9 285.00 826.50 
0.6 285.00 171.00 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
2.9 215.00 623.50 
0.5 285.00 142.50 
4.4 215.00 946.00 
3.3 215.00 709.50 
16.83 16.83 
1,211.00 1,211.00 
54.04 54.04 
6.40 6.40 
1,288.27 
$6,131.27 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$6,131.27 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 I Picabo, lD 83348 
Date of Service 
l 1/26/2014 
11/26/2014 
12/1/2014 
12/2/2014 
12/2/2014 
12/3/2014 
12/8/2014 
12/9/2014 
12/10/2014 
12/ll/2014 
12/19/2014 
12/19/2014 
12/20/2014 
12/21/2014 
12/22/2014 
12/22/2014 
12/23/2014 
12/23/2014 
12/22/2014 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Research re: counterclaims, pleading re: setoff/indemnification 
Call with client; Reviewed documents to send to Bailey 
Jury instructions, pretrial memo; review court orders; research 
re: breach warranty claims 
Revise jury instructions; draft special verdict form; review 
pre-trial order; draft pre-trial memorandum 
Correspondence to attorney John Bailey. reviewed fillings with 
Court 
Review/revise pretrial memorandum, jury instructions, special 
verdict form; draft exhibit list 
Motion in Limine; review expert report from L. Braga, 
Sunrain's Motion in Limine, Contract; research re: direct 
damages, consequential damages, limitations on damages 
Research re: integration clauses; draft Objection to Defendant's 
First Motion in Limine 
Research re: collateral contracts, parol evidence; draft objection 
to mtn in limine; TIC w/Nancie re: 2012 incoming seed; 
review spreadsheets re: 2012 incoming seed 
Research re: unconscionability; draft/revise objection to mtn in 
limine 
Call with opposing counsel; Revised objection; Prepared for 
hearing 
Review depositions, affidavits, seed invoices, case law 
Prepared for hearing re: consequential/incidental damages 
Prepare for hearing 
Prepare for hearing; hearing. 
lssues raised at Mtn in Limine hearing; research re: Statute of 
Frauds 
Research re: consequential damages, discovery requests 
Reviewed discovery answers from Sunrain 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 15070 
Invoice Date: 12/24/2014 
Matter 
00 I (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
3.3 215.00 709.50 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
4.8 215.00 1,032.00 
6.3 215.00 1,354.50 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
5.7 215.00 1,225.50 
5.7 215.00 1,225.50 
4.8 215.00 1,032.00 
6.7 215.00 1,440.50 
5.6 215.00 1,204.00 
2.2 285.00 627.00 
1.5 215.00 322.50 
2.0 285.00 570.00 
1.1 285.00 313.50 
1.9 285.00 541.50 
1.8 215.00 387.00 
2.3 215.00 494.50 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
128.39 128.39 
$12,835.89 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$12,835.89 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
12/29/2014 
1/7/2015 
1/9/2015 
l/12/2015 
1/13/2015 
1/13/2015 
l/15/2015 
1/15/2015 
l/16/2015 
1/19/2015 
1/20/2015 
l/21/2015 
1/22/2015 
1/23/2015 
12/16/2014 
1/26/2015 
1/26/2015 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Review email from judge re: Mtn in Limine 
Reviewed scheduling order 
Review defendant's supplemental discovery responses, 
deposition of MJ; draft lay witness disclosure, supplemental 
discovery answers 
Conf. re: expert testimony: review materials from Dr. 
Gudmestad; draft questions for Dr. Gudmestad 
Draft questions for Dr. Gudmestad; email correspondence w/ 
Nancie re: sprouts/cattle feed 
Call with client; Revised disclosure documents 
Email correspondence w/ Nancie re: sprouts: Trial preparation 
Reviewed witness disclosures from Sunrain; Trial preparation 
Compile/prepare trial binders and exhibits 
Compile/prepare trial binders and exhibits 
Compile/prepare trial binders and exhibits 
Compile/prepare trial binders and exhibits; draft questions for 
Dr. Gudmestad 
Review Mark Johnson deposition; draft questions for Mark 
Johnson testimony 
Review damages documentation; draft/revise questions for 
Mark Johnson 
Postage Fees 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, a.ny past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 15 I 40 
Invoice Date: 1/26/2015 
Matter 
00 I (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.1 215.00 21.50 
0.1 285.00 28.50 
3.0 225.00 675.00 
3.8 225.00 855.00 
0.9 225.00 202.50 
2.4 285.00 684.00 
0.3 225.00 67.50 
0.4 285.00 ll4.00 
6.9 225.00 1,552.50 
6.8 225.00 1,530.00 
7.7 225.00 1,732.50 
2.6 225.00 585.00 
6.7 225.00 1,507.50 
6.1 225.00 1,372.50 
1.86 1.86 
53.57 53.57 
2.56 2.56 
57.99 
$10,985.99 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$10,985.99 
This inv~ice may n~t include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we I 
have not yet been lnlled. Balance Due $0.00 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
1/27/2015 
l/28/2015 
l/28/2015 
l/29/2015 
1/29/2015 
1/30/2015 
2/2/2015 
2/3/2015 
2/3/2015 
2/4/2015 
2/4/2015 
2/5/2015 
2/6/2015 
2/6/2015 
2/8/2015 
2/9/2015 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Trial preparation; Preparing witness questions 
Addressing Jeff Bragg deposition, email to Jeff Bragg re: 
deposition 
Calls with Bragg, client; Correspondence to Gudmestad, 
Miller, Braga; Reviewed exhibits for trial 
TIC to Jeff Bragg re: deposition 
Trial preparation, witness questions 
TIC and email correspondence w/ Jeff Bragg re: deposition; 
review telephonic deposition issues 
T/C and email to opposing counsel re: Jeff Bragg deposition; 
draft notice of deposition; review depositions of Mel 
Davenport, Doug John, Aron Derbridge; review recording 
from meeting w/ Jeff Bragg; draft questions for Jeff Bragg 
deposition 
T/Cs w/ Jeff Bragg re: deposition; draft Notice of Vacating 
Deposition of Jeff Bragg; review case law re: farmer expert 
testimony 
Revised questions for client, Gudmestad: Drafted Voir Dire, 
Opening, Exhibits 
Draft bench memo re: farmer expert testimony; review 
depositions; draft questions for cross-examination 
Revised questions for Gudmestad; Issues for 
cross-examination; Trial preparation 
Review depositions/discovery, draft questions for cross exam 
(Davenport, Derbridge) 
Review deposition ofD. John; draft questions for cross 
examination ofD. John 
Revised witness questions, exhibits 
Trial preparation; Witness questions 
Revise jury instructions; revise cross-examination questions for 
Derbridge, John; TIC w/ Jeff Bragg re: deposition; email to 
opp. counsel re: Jeff Bragg deposition: research re: mentioning 
interlocutory orders to jury, use of depositions in lieu live 
testimony. 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 15182 
Invoice Date: 2/13/2015 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.8 285.00 798.00 
0.6 225.00 135.00 
2.0 285.00 570.00 
0.2 225.00 45.00 
2.9 285.00 826.50 
l.O 225.00 225.00 
6.5 225.00 1,462.50 
2.6 225.00 585.00 
6.7 285.00 1,909.50 
7.2 225.00 1,620.00 
2.7 285.00 769.50 
3.0 225.00 675.00 
32 225.00 720.00 
1.3 285.00 370.50 
3.6 285.00 1,026.00 
5.8 225.00 1,305.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 I Picabo, ID 83 348 
Date of Service 
2/9/2015 
2/10/2015 
2/10/20!5 
2/11/2015 
2/12/2015 
2/12/2015 
2/12/2015 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BR 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Prepared for Pre-Trial; Hearing in Hailey; Trial preparation-
voir dire, opening, closing 
TIC and email to Client re: Aff. ofMJ; review seed invoices; 
draft Aff. ofMJ; review Braga disclosures; draft examination 
questions for Kelly Hyde and Larry Braga 
Revising M Johnson questions, exhibits, Sunrain cross 
examination 
Review reports of Drs. Secor and Gudmestad; draft cross 
examination questions for Dr. Secor 
Review seed billing; research re: prejudgment interest; prepare 
exhibits; review 2012 seed charges 
Research summaries of voluminous documents, best evidence 
rule and hearsay rules 
Revising exhibits, questions, closing, trial preparation 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 15182 
Invoice Date: 2/13/2015 
Matter 
00 l (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
5.6 285.00 1.596.00 
72 225.00 1,620.00 
2.3 285.00 655.50 
2.7 225.00 607.50 
5.4 225.00 1,215.00 
1.3 245.00 318.50 
2.6 285.00 741.00 
$19,796.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$19,796.00 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
2 650 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
2/13/2015 
2/13/2015 
2/13/2015 
2/15/2015 
2/16/2015 
2/16/2015 
2/l7/2015 
2/17/2015 
2/17/2015 
2/18/2015 
2/18/2015 
2/19/2015 
2/20/2015 
2/20/2015 
2/20/2015 
2/21/2015 
2/22/2015 
Service Item 
BR 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BR 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BR 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Research foundational issues for summaries, invoices and 
weight tickets; draft questions concerning invoices and weight 
tickets 
Review AR/ AP offset documents; draft statement of the case: 
conf. re: Jeff Bragg Depo, jwy instructions, verdict fonn; revise 
jwy instructions, trial questions for Mark Johnson; research re: 
litigation privilege, deposition when nondisclosure agreement 
Trial preparation; Questions for direct and cross-x; Revised 
jwy instructions, exhibits 
Trial preparation; Witness questions; IRE issues 
Prepare for Jeff Bragg deposition; revise deposition questions; 
Revised witness questions; Trial preparation; Opening/Closing 
Draft questions for expert witness: research confidentiality 
agreements and subpoenas; research unconscionability and 
ambiguity 
Trial preparation; witness questions; Voir Dire; Meeting with 
client 
Travel to Richland, WA; prepare/attend deposition of Jeff 
Bragg; Conf. re: Jeff Bragg depo. 
Calls with client re: offer; Call with Gaffuey 
T/C to Greg Ebe; Return travel from Richland, WA 
Review Defendant's exhibits; review original bill of 
ladings/weight tickets; prepare trial exhibits; research re: 
foundation for deposition testimony, hearsay 
Call with client; Voir dire revisions; Witness questions 
Research re: hearsay exceptions; draft affidavits of custodians 
of business records for !CIA and NDSU; TIC and email 
correspondence with !CIA and NDSU re: certification of 
business records; TIC to Acta Court Reporting re: Jeff Bragg 
deposition 
Review and revise affidavit of custodian of records 
Trial preparation; Reviewing exhibits, Revising questions for 
M. Johnson, Gudmestad 
Preparing cross-examination questions; Revising voir dire, 
opening; Reviewing depositions; Meeting with client 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 15289 
Invoice Date: 3/3/2015 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.4 245.00 588.00 
8.3 225.00 1,867.50 
6.1 285.00 1,738.50 
3.7 285.00 1,054.50 
5.5 225.00 1,237.50 
6.5 285.00 1,852.50 
2.4 245.00 588.00 
6.8 285.00 1,938.00 
11.3 225.00 2,542.50 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
6.5 225.00 1,462.50 
7.4 225.00 1,665.00 
3.4 285.00 969.00 
3.4 225.00 765.00 
0.3 245.00 73.50 
4.8 285.00 1,368.00 
8.2 285.00 2,337.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
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WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
226 Twin Falls, Idaho • 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 7 3 l 07 
Fax: 69 
WWW. .:\if; 
.--Bi-II T-o: --------."t')\"\ 'J,.\'J.a 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
2/23/2015 
2/23/2015 
2/23/2015 
2/24/2015 
2/24/2015 
2/24/2015 
2/25/2015 
2/25/2015 
2/25/2015 
2/26/2015 
2/26/2015 
2/26/2015 
2/27/2015 
2/27/2015 
Service Item 
BR 
ABW 
BB 
BR 
ABW 
BB 
TR 
ABW 
BB 
TR 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
Payment due upon receipt. 
Description 
Research foundational requirements for opposing parties' 
affidavit 
Trial preparation; Reviewed/incorporated exhibits for 
testimony 
TIC w/ D. Boze at !CIA re: testing records; TIC w/ NDSU lab 
re: testing records; conf. re: trial prep; draft Notice of Intent to 
Produce Depo. Testimony; research re: warranty disclaimers on 
seed tags; TIC w/ client re: exhibits; gather documents/files for 
trial; travel to Ketchum 
Research regarding business records exclusion to hearsay rule 
Trial preparation; Vair Dire, Opening, questions for M. 
Johnson; Trial preparation for following day; Meeting with 
Gudmestad 
Trial preparation; attend trial; review documents/exhibits re: 
yield per acre; meeting w/ Dr. Gudmestad; research re: 
deposition objections 
Research re implied warranties, waiver and disclaimer of 
warranties via certification 
Trial preparation; Direct examination ofM. Johnson, 
Gudmestad, reading of J. Bragg deposition; Preparation of 
questions for following day of trial 
Trial preparation; attend trial 
Researching adding claim of punitive damages after close of 
evidence 
Preparation and questions at trial for Derbidge, Swenson, and 
John; Jury Instruction conference; Revising questions for 
Secor; Preparing Closing Argument 
Trial preparation; attend trial; conf. re: jury instructions w/ 
court and opp. counsel; revise proposed jury instructions; 
research re: directed verdict; remititur/additur 
Revising Closing; Trial time and examination of Secor, 
Derbidge; Closing argument; Addressed Jury Instructions; 
Verdict 
Trial preparation; attend trial; attend jury verdict: travel to 
Twin Falls 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 15289 
Invoice Date: 3/3/2015 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.3 245.00 73.50 
8.3 285.00 2,365.50 
10.3 225.00 2,317.50 
0.1 245.00 24.50 
12.7 285.00 3,619.50 
13.3 225.00 2,992.50 
0.4 225.00 90.00 
13.6 285.00 3,876.00 
8.5 225.00 1,912.50 
0.7 225.00 157.50 
!2.5 285.00 3,562.50 
i3.l 225.00 2,947.50 
8.8 285,00 2,508.00 
IL! 225.00 2,497.50 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
. have not yet been billed. Balance Due 
652 
Bi11To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
3/2/2015 
3/2/2015 
3/3/2015 
2/20/2015 
2/24/2015 
2/25/2015 
2/25/2015 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Conf. re: judgment, post-judgment motions; draft Order on 
Verdict, Judgment; research re: prejudgment interest 
Call with client; Addressed pre-;judgment interest issues 
Research re: prejudgment interest; memorandum of 
costs/attorney fees; analyze contract, weight tickets, payments, 
and invoices for computation of prejudgment interest; 
draft/revise Motion for Pre-Judgment Interest 
Travel Expense for deposition 
Deposition Fees: J. Bragg (MJOH) 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 15289 
Invoice Date: 3/3/2015 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.8 225.00 630.00 
0.8 285.00 228.00 
6.7 225.00 1,507.50 
174.03 174.03 
832.15 832.15 
167.39 167.39 
141.68 141.68 
1,31525 
$54,729.25 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$54,729.25 
This invoice may not include items such as copies. filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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EXHIBIT C 
Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
6/24/2013 Bill 12922 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
47.00 
7/9/2013 
Balance Due Discount 
47.00 
Check Amount 
Payment 
47.00 
47.00 
47.00 
655 
Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
712212013 Bill 13055 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
235.00 
8/2/2013 
Balance Due Discount 
235.00 
Check Amount 
Payment 
235.00 
235.00 
235.00 
Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
S/2/2013 Bill 08/26/2013 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt. 
2,068.00 
9i5i2013 
Balance Due Discount 
2,068.00 
Check Amount 
Payment 
2,068.00 
2,068.00 
2,068.00 
Wright Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
9/25/2013 Bill 13400 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
4,737.92 
Balance Due 
10/412013 
Discount 
Check Amount 
Payment 
4,737.92 
4,737.92 
658 
Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
10/24/2013 Bill 13556 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
1,382.09 
Balance Due 
1,382.09 
1115i2013 
Discount 
Check Amount 
Payment 
1,382.09 
1,382.09 
659 
Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
112612013 Bill 13698 
Key Bank • 8666 
Original Amt 
2,001.54 
12!3i2013 
Balance Due Discount 
Check Amount 
Payment 
2,001.54 
.54 
2,001.54 
660 
Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
12/23/2013 Bill 13791 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
898.58 
Balance Due Discount 
898.58 
Check Amount 
Payment 
898.58 
898.58 
898.58 
661 
Date 
1/19/2014 
Brothers 
Type Reference 
Bill 13900 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
1,333.10 
Balance Due 
1,333.10 
2/5/2014 
Discount 
Check Amount 
Payment 
1,333.10 
1,333.10 
1,333.10 
662 
Date Type Reference 
212512014 am 14099 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
5,099.84 
Balance Due 
5,099.84 
3/6i2014 
Discount 
Check Amount 
Payment 
5,099.84 
5,099.84 
663 
Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
3/28/2014 Bill 14113 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
1,731.90 
4/9/2014 
Balance Due Discount 
1,731.90 
Check Amount 
ouoo 
Payment 
1,731.90 
.90 
1,731.90 
664 
;:) ti 
Brot..ilers 517/2014 
Date Type Reference Original Amt Balance Due Discount Payment 
em 14225 16,826.78 16,826.78 16,826.78 
Check Amount 16,826.78 
Key Bank - 8666 16,826.78 
665 
\.AJr'.ght Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
5/30/2014 Bill 14349 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
16.235.28 
6/9,'2014 
Balance Due Discount 
16,235.28 
Check Amount 
Payment 
16,235.28 
16,235.28 
16,235.28 
666 
Brothers 
Cate Type Reference 
6/1912014 Bill 14447 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
13,708.25 
71312014 
Balance Due Discount 
13,708.25 
Check Amount 
Payment 
13,708.25 
13,708.25 
13,708.25 
667 
Wright Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
7/2312014 Bill July 2014 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
25,800.87 
8l6/2014 
Balance Due Discount 
25,800.87 
Check Amount 
Payment 
25,800.87 
25,800.87 
25,800.87 
668 
Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
812212014 Bill 14642 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
21,450.72 
9i9i2014 
Balance Due Discount 
2'1,450.72 
Check Amount 
Payment 
21,450.72 
,450.72 
21,450.72 
669 
:::mver 1...reeK ~eea. LLC 
Wright Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
9/30J2014 BIil 14737 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
14,843.19 
10/8/2014 
Balance Due Discount 
14,843.19 
Check Amount 
6131 
Payment 
14,843.19 
14,843.19 
14,843.19 
670 
Silver Creek Seed, LLC 
Wright Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
10/:2812014 Bill Oct2014 
Key Bank - 8665 
Original Amt 
15,699.22 
1/4/2014 
Balance Due Discount 
15,699.22 
Check Amount 
6186 
Payment 
15,699.22 
15,699.22 
15,699.22 
671 
Sliver Creek Seed, LLC 
Wright Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
1/3012014 Bill Nov 2014 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
6,131.27 
12/1/2014 
Balance Due Discount 
6,131.27 
Check Amount 
6238 
Payment 
6,131.27 
6,131.27 
6,131.27 
672 
Silver creek Seed, LLC 
Wright Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
12124/2014 Bill 15070 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
12,835.89 
Balance Due 
12,835.89 
1/612015 
Disco1.mt 
Check Amount 
Payment 
12,835.89 
12,835.89 
12,835.89 
673 
Sliver Creek Seed, LLC 
Wright Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
1/2612015 Bill Jan 2015 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
10,985.59 
2/5/2015 
Balance Due Discount 
10,985.59 
Check Amount 
6364 
Payment 
10,985.59 
10,985.59 
10,985.59 
674 
Silver Creek Seed, LLC 
Wright Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
211312015 am 15182 
Key Bank - 8886 
Original Amt 
'19,796.00 
Balance Due 
19,796.00 
2/18/2015 
Discount 
Amount 
6381 
Payment 
19,796.00 
19,795.00 
19,796.00 
675 
Sliver Creek Seed, LLC 
Wright Brothers 
Date Type Reference 
::,/3/2015 Bill 15289 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt. 
54,729.65 
318/2015 
Balance Due Discount 
54,729.65 
Check Amount 
6378 
Payment 
54,729.65 
54,729.65 
54,729.65 
676 
EXHIBIT D 
677 
Neii C Gudmestad 
Date Type Reference 
7/30/2014 Bill Retainer 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Amt 
10,000.00 
7/30/2014 
Balance Due Discount 
10,000.00 
Check Amount 
Payment 
10,000.00 
10,000.00 
10,000.00 
678 
Silver Creek Seed, LLC 
Neil C Gudmestad 
Date Type Reference 
10/31/2014 Bill thru 10/31/2014 
Key Bank - 8666 
Original Arnt 
3,412.50 
1114/2014 
Balance Due Discount 
3,412.50 
Check Amount 
6179 
Payment 
3,412.50 
3,412.50 
3,412.50 
Sliver Creek Seed, UC 
Neil C Gudmestad 
Date Type Reference 
2/2612015 Bil! Bal due 
Key Bank • aeae 
Original Amt 
17,142.03 
317/2015 
Balance Due Discount 
17,142.03 
Check Amount 
6425 
Payment 
17,142.03 
17,142.03 
17,142.03 
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Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Telephone No. (208) 733-3107 
Facsimile No. (208) 733-1669 
e-mail: A Wright@WrightBrothersLaw.Com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Counterdefendant 
FILED ::----
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plainti:ff/Counterdefendant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES, LLC, a Delaware ) 
limited liability company, ) 
Defendant/Counterclaimant. 
) 
) 
______________ ) 
Case No. CV-2013-644 
MOTION AND MEMORANDUM OF 
COSTS AND ATTORNEY FEES 
COMES NOW Plaintiff/Counterdefendant Silver Creek Seed, LLC ("Silver Creek"), by 
and through its attorney Andrew B. Wright of Wright Brothers Law Office, PLLC, and submits 
this Motion and Memorandum of Costs and Attorney Fees, which seeks costs and attorney fees 
pursuant to the parties' agreement and Idaho law, including I.R.C.P. 54 and Idaho Code§ 12-
120, against Defendant/Counterclaimant Sunrain Varieties, LLC ("Sunrain"). 
This motion is supported by the evidence presented at trial and the Court's file in this 
matter, as well as the Affidavit of Mark Johnson in Support of Motion and Memorandum of Costs 
and Attorney Fees (the "Johnson Aff.") filed concurrently herewith. 
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I. PREVAILING PARTY 
costs 
54(d)(1) and 54(e)(l), and Idaho Code§ as the prevailing party in the above-
entitled matter. Specifically, I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(B) provides the following regarding the 
prevailing party: 
In determining which party to an action is a prevailing party and entitled to costs, 
the trial court shall in its sound discretion consider the final judgment or result of 
the action in relation to the relief sought by the respective parties. 
When an action involves multiple claims, issues, counterclaims, etc. between the parties, the 
mere fact that a party is successful in asserting or defeating a single claim does not render that 
party a prevailing party for purposes of determining whether to award costs and attorney fees. 
Chenery v. Agri-Lines Corp., 106 Idaho 687,693,682 P.2d 640,646 (Ct. App. 1984). Rather, 
the Court should look at the entire action and from that overall-view determine who was the 
prevailing party "in the action" for purposes of awarding costs and attorney fees Id.; Liddey v. 
Max Herbol, Inc., 133 Idaho 209,984 P.2d 697 (1999) (where the most significant issue in the 
case was whether the plaintiff was entitled to the market price for rejectable potatoes, and the 
plaintiff prevailed on that issue, the plaintiff was entitled to fees and costs); Crump v. Bromley, 
148 Idaho 172, 174,219 P.3d 1188, 1190 (2009). 
In our case, Silver Creek clearly prevailed in the action. Silver Creek asserted three 
separate causes of action, and the jury found that Silver Creek prevailed on each. Further, the 
jury answered each question on the Jury Verdict Form in Silver Creek's favor, as well as 
awarded Silver Creek the entire amount of damages that it sought. With regards to Sunrain's 
two counterclaims, the jury expressly found against Sunrain regarding the 2012 seed, as well as 
impliedly acknowledged Silver Creek's right to properly offset the amount of the 2013 seed 
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ag1nrust the greater amount that Sumain owed to Silver Creek Therefore, Silver 
case, 
was the prevailing party. such, Silver Creek is entitled to an award of costs and 
attorney fees in accordance with the parities' contract and I.R.C.P. 54. 
II. COSTS (Blanket Variety Contract) 
The Idaho Supreme Court has held that when the parties' contract provides for the 
prevailing party to recover its "actual" costs incurred in the matter, it is proper for the trial court 
to award actual costs to the prevailing party pursuant to the contract. Zenner v. Holcomb, 147 
Idaho 444,452,210 P.3d 552,560 (2009). 
Paragraph 7 of the Blanket Variety Contract (the "Contract")1 provides as follows: 
Should any litigation be commenced between the parties concerning this 
Agreement and the rights and duties of the parties in relation thereto ... the 
prevailing party shall be entitled to recover actual attorney fees and costs incurred 
in such litigation. 
(Emphases added). This language is unambiguous, and provides for the prevailing party to 
recover its actual costs incurred. Further, the Contract was written by Sunrain, so it must be 
construed most strongly against that party. Zenner, 147 ldaho at 451. As set forth above, Silver 
Creek prevailed on all disputed issues in this action. Consequently, paragraph 7 of the Contract 
applies and all actual costs should be awarded to Silver Creek without regard to the provisions of 
I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l). Id at 452. 
Pursuant to the Contract, Silver Creek is entitled to reimbursement for the following 
costs: 
Filing Fees 
Copies 
Postage 
Lexis Nexis research fees 
$96.00 
$373.52 
$128.34 
$103.09 
1 The Contract was admitted into evidence at trial as Plaintiff's Exhibit 5. See also Johnson Aif., ,i4. 
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Westlaw research fees 
Johnson's Ueoos:1t1cm 
Deposition of Mel Davenport 
Deposition Derbridge 
Deposition of Doug John 
Deposition of Jeff Bragg 
Expert witness fees for Miller Research document 
review and report2 
Expert witness fees Ataraxis Accounting litigation 
support services3 
Expert witness fees Dr. Neil Gudmestad professional 
Services4 
Travel Expenses 
Total Costs 
$918.60 
$3 
$440.57 
$271.78 
$832.15 
$1,275.00 
$1,211.00 
$30,554.53 
$298.22 
$37,078.71 
Attached hereto as Exhibit A are true, accurate, and correct itemized invoices containing the 
above-referenced that costs Silver Creek actually incurred in this matter ( other than the expert 
witness fees for Dr. Neil Gudmestad, which costs-except the initial $10,000 fee-are listed in 
Exhibit D). Silver Creek paid all of the above-described $37,078.71 in costs. See Johnson A.ff., 
115-8. 
m. COSTS a.R.C.P. 54(d)} 
In the alternative, Silver Creek also seeks an award of costs pursuant to I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l ), 
which provides for an award of costs "as a matter of right" to the prevailing party for filing fees, 
expert witness fess, and charges for depositions. In addition, this Court may award additional 
items of cost upon a showing that said costs were necessary and exceptional costs reasonably 
incurred, and should be in the interest of justice assessed against the adverse party. I.R.C.P. 
54(d)(l)(D). 
2 Attached hereto as Exhibit Bis a copy of the report authored by Miller Research in this matter, as well as the 
invoice received for such expert services. Silver Creek paid these costs. See Johnson Ajf., 115-6. 
3 Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a copy of the report authored by Ataraxis Accounting in this matter, as well as the 
invoice received for such expert services. Silver Creek paid these costs. See Johnson Ajf., ,r,rs-6. 
4 Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a copy of the report authored by Dr. Gudmestad in this matter, as well as the 
invoices received for his expert services. In addition to the charges shown on the invoices included in Exhibit D. Dr. 
Gudmestad reqmred a $10,000.00 expert fee. Silver Creek paid all of the amounts owed to Dr. Gudmestad. See 
Johnson Ajf., ,rs. 
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Silver Creek seeks reimbursement 
Filing Fees 
Copy of Mark Johnson's Deposition 
Deposition of Mel Davenport 
Deposition of Aron Derbridge 
Deposition of Doug John 
Deposition of Jeff Bragg 
Expert witness fees for Dr. Neil Gudmes+i.ad 
Total Costs as a Matter of Right 
costs: 
$96.00 
$262.35 
$313.56 
$440.57 
$271.78 
$832.15 
$2,000.00 
$4,216.41 
II. Discretionary Costs- I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(D) 
Copies 
Postage 
Expert witness fees for Miller Research document 
review and report 
Expert witness fees Ataraxis Accounting litigation 
support services 
Excess expert witness fees Dr. Neil Gudmestad 
Travel Expenses 
Total Discretionary Costs 
$373.52 
$128.34 
$1,275.00 
$1,211.00 
$28,554.53 
$298.22 
$31,840.61 
The foregoing discretionary costs were necessary and exceptional in this matter, as there was 
extensive discovery, documentation, briefing, and filings in this matter consisting of a large 
number of pages, all of which needed to be copied and sent to various parties. Additionally, 
counsel for both parties are located outside of Blaine County, in areas distant from one another, 
and in different areas and states than the various witnesses and deponents-all of which required 
travel costs to be incurred in pursuit of this case. 
Further, with regards to the experts consulted and retained by Silver Creek, those costs 
were necessary, exceptional, and reasonably incurred due to the complex nature of the issues 
involved in this case. The science behind the potato disease and testing methods involved in this 
litigation is not a matter on which an adequately informed with sufficient knowledge and 
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experience to fully opine on the matter is easy to engage. Specifically, there is not an abundance 
analysis 
Clavibacter michiganensis subs. Spedonicus or bacterial ring rot. such, experts in that area 
are able to demand a premium for their services. See e.g. Van Brunt v. Stoddard, 136 Idaho 681, 
689, 39 P.3d 621,629 (2001) (awarding over $14,000 in expert fees due in part to the stature of 
the expert that testified). As for the accounting expert, Silver Creek will be affected by the 
bacterial ring rot for years to come, so there was an exceptional need for someone familiar with 
making the calculations necessary to reduce future damage amounts to present day values. 
Based on all of the foregoing, Silver Creek respectfully requests that it be awarded the 
above-listed costs incurred in this matter. 
IV. ATTORNEY FEES (Blanket Variety Contract) 
"Where there is a valid contract between the parties which contains a provision for an 
award of attorney fees and costs, the terms of that contractual provision establish a right to an 
award of attorney fees and costs." Farm Credit of Spokane v. WW Farms, Inc., 122 Idaho 565, 
836 P.2d 511 (1992) (emphasis added); see also I.R.C.P. 54(e)(l) (in civil actions the court may 
award reasonable attorney fees to the prevailing party when provided for by any contract). 
Further, as with costs, the Idaho Supreme Court has held that when the parties contract for an 
award of"actual" attorney fees to the prevailing party, it is proper for the trial court to award the 
actual fees incurred without reference to the factors contained in I.R.C.P. 54(e)(3). Zenner, 147 
Idaho at 451. 
Paragraph 7 of the Contract provides as follows: 
Should any litigation be commenced between the parties concerning this 
Agreement and the rights and duties of the parties in relation thereto ... the 
prevailing party shall be entitled to recover actual attorney fees and costs incurred 
in such litigation. 
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to 
was 
must be construed most strongly against that party. Zenner, 147 Idaho at 451. As set forth 
above, Silver Creek prevailed on all disputed issues in this action. Consequently, paragraph 7 of 
the Contract applies and all actual attorney fees should be awarded to Silver Creek regardless of 
the provisions ofLR.C.P. 54(e). Id 
V. ATTORNEY FEES {IDAHO CODE§ 12-120) 
Silver Creek also seeks attorney fees pursuant to Idaho Code § 12-120, which provides, 
in pertinent part, as follows: 
In any civil action to recover on ... [a] contract relating to the purchase or sale of 
goods, wares, merchandise, or services and in any commercial transaction ... , the 
prevailing party shall be allowed a reasonable attorney's fee to be set by the court, 
to be taxed and collected as costs. 
The term "'commercial transaction" is defined to mean all transactions except 
transactions for personal or household purposes. 
Idaho Code§ 12-120(3) (emphases added). 
In this matter, Silver Creek brought causes of action alleging a breach of a contract 
covering the purchase and sale of seed potatoes, failure to pay for seed potatoes, and breach of 
various warranties applicable to seed potatoes sold to Silver Creek by Sunrain. Both Silver 
Creek and Sunrain are business entities and the transaction underlying this case was entered into 
during the course of their business activities. Therefore, the transaction meets the mandates of 
Idaho Code§ 12-120, in that each and every claim stemmed from the parties contractual 
relationship (a wholly commercial endeavor), contracts related to purchase and sale of goods 
(seed potatoes) and services (growing/storage of seed potatoes). There can be no serious 
contention that this dispute was anything other than wholly commercial nature. 
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mandatory language of Idaho Code § 
required. 
VI. AMOUNT OF ATTORNEY FEES 
As set forth above, pursuant to the Contract and Idaho law, Silver Creek is entitled to the 
actual amount of attorney fees it incurred. Determination of that amount is a simple 
mathematical endeavor. Therefore, to determine the amount of attorney fees Silver Creek is 
entitled to, this Court need simply total the invoices for the attorney fees incurred by Silver 
Creek. Attached hereto as Exhibit A are true, accurate, and correct itemized invoices of the 
attorney fees Silver Creek actually incurred in this matter. Silver Creek paid those attorney fees. 
See Johnson A.ff, ,r,rs-6. 
In the event the Court awards fees simply under Idaho Code § 12-120 (rather than in 
accordance with the standard contained in the Contract), I.R.C.P. Rule 54(e)(3) sets forth the 
following factors for the Court to consider when determining the proper amount of attorney fees: 
(A) The time and labor required. 
(B) The novelty and difficulty of the questions. 
( C) The skill requisite to perform the legal service properly and the experience 
and the ability of the attorney in the particular field of law. 
(D) The prevailing charges for like work. 
(E) Whether the fee is fixed or contingent. 
(F) The time limitations imposed by the client or the circumstances of the case. 
(G) The amount involved and the results obtained. 
(H) The undesirability of the case. 
(I) The nature and length of the professional relationship with the client 
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similar cases . 
..,..., . .,u .. ,..,,.,., cost 
Research), if the court finds it was reasonably necessary in preparing a 
party's case. 
(L) Any other factor which the court deems appropriate in the particular case. 
With regards to computer-assisted legal research, this action involved extensive 
and necessary research on issues such as: Article 2 of the Uniform Commercial Code, 
installment contracts, acceptance/rejection, implied warranties, warranty waivers, expert 
testimony, evidentiary rulings/issues, administrative rules/regulations, damages, various 
motions, contract interpretation, offsets, etc. Given the complexity of the factual 
background, the applicable administrative and statutory framework, and the quantity and 
complexity of argument on issues for which numerous motions and hearings were 
entertained, etc., the costs for computer-assisted legal research were a necessary and 
reasonable part of this case. Accordingly, an award of costs for such legal research is 
warranted in this case as part of any attorney fees awarded under I.R.C.P. 54(e)(3)(K). 
Pocatello Hosp., LLC v. Quail Ridge Med Investor, LLC, 157 Idaho 732,339 P.3d 1136 
(2014). 
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)ss 
County of Twin Falls ) 
A."NDREW B. WRIGHT, being duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Idaho, an attorney for 
Silver Creek Seed, LLC ("Silver Creek) in the above-entitled matter, and a member of Wright 
Brothers Law Office, PLLC (the "Firm"'). 
2. The costs and disbursements set forth herein are to my knowledge and belief 
correctly stated, properly claimed, and in accordance with the parties' contract and I.R.C.P. 54. 
To my knowledge and belief, all such costs and disbursements were incurred or expended 
reasonably, in good faith, for purposes of pursuing this action. 
Attached hereto as Exhibit A are true, accurate, and correct itemized invoices containing 
the costs the Firm billed to and was paid by Silver Creek in this matter ( other than the expert 
witness fees for Dr. Neil Gudmestad, which- except the initial $10,000 expert fee- are contained 
in Exhibit D and were paid directly by Silver Creek). The Firm has received payment from 
Silver Creek for all costs identified in Exhibit A. The actual costs and disbursements hereby 
claimed are truly and correctly stated, as were actually paid or are due as follows: 
Filing Fees 
Copies 
Postage 
Lexis Nexis research fees 
Westlaw research fees 
Copy of Mark Johnson's Deposition 
Deposition of Mel Davenport 
Deposition of Aron Derbridge 
Deposition of Doug John 
Deposition of Jeff Bragg 
Expert witness fees for Miller Research document 
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$96.00 
$373.52 
$128.34 
$103.09 
$918.60 
$262.35 
$313.56 
$440.57 
$271.78 
$832.15 
690 
review and report 
Expert witness fees 
support 
witness 
Services 
Travel Expenses 
As such, Silver Creek's total costs claimed are $37,078.71. 
$30,554.53 
$298.22 
To the extent costs and disbursements are claimed under I.R.C.P. 54(d), such costs are 
claimed as follows: 
I. Costs as a Matter of Right- I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(C) 
Filing Fees 
Copy of Mark Johnson's Deposition 
Deposition of Mel Davenport 
Deposition of Aron Derbridge 
Deposition of Doug John 
Deposition of Jeff Bragg 
Expert witness fees Dr. Neil Gudmestad 
Total Costs as a Matter of Right 
$96.00 
$262.35 
$313.56 
$440.57 
$271.78 
$832.15 
$2,000.00 
$4,216.41 
II. Discretionary Costs-I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(D) 
Copies 
Postage 
Expert witness fees for Miller Research document 
review and report 
Expert witness fees Ataraxis Accounting litigation 
support services 
Excess expert witness fees Dr. Neil Gudmestad 
Travel Expenses 
Total Discretionary Costs 
$373.52 
$128.34 
$1,275.00 
$1,211.00 
$28,554.53 
$298.22 
$31,840.61 
As such, Silver Creek's total costs claimed under I.R.C.P. 54(d) are $36,057.02.5 
3. I keep daily records of the legal work done by me on every case. Attached hereto 
as Exhibit A is a true, accurate, and correct list of the itemized legal services the Firm performed 
5 The difference between the $36,057.02 costs claimed under LR.C.P. 54(d) and the $37,078.71 of costs claimed 
under the Contract is due to the $1,021.69 of"costs" for legal research that are treated as attorney's fees under 
tR.C.P. 54(d), but as "costs" under the Contract. 
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case. received payment Creek 
accurate, 
correct list of the itemized legal services I performed in this case. list attached hereto as 
Exhibit A states the date the work was done, provides a brief description of the services 
performed, itemizes the time consumed to perform the legal work per 1/10 of an hour, and 
calculates the fee earned for the work done. The hourly rate I charge is commensurate with the 
rates charged by other attorneys in this area for attorneys with comparable ability and legal 
experience. From June 2013 through December of 2013, my hourly rate was $235.00 per hour. 
In January of 2014, my hourly rate increased to $285.00 per hour, all of which is reflected in the 
invoices attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
I have reviewed the provisions ofl.R.C.P. 54(e)(3) which provides a list of criteria to be 
considered by the Court in determining reasonable attorney fees. In evaluating the 
reasonableness of the attorney fees to be awarded in this case, I would advise the Court that such 
amount is reasonable considering the time and labor required, the difficulty of the questions, the 
requisite skill required to perform the legal services properly, and my experience and abilities, 
prevailing charges for like work, time limitations imposed by the circumstances of the case, the 
amounts involved and results obtained, results obtained in similar cases, and reasonable costs of 
computer-assisted legal research to prepare this case. 
The undersigned verifies under oath that the costs, disbursements, and attorney fees set 
forth herein are true and accurate and properly and correctly set forth in accordance with the 
parties' contract and the applicable legal rules: 
ATTORNEY FEES EARNED BY THE FIRM 
ATTORNEY FEES EARNED BY A.i~REW B. WRIGHT- $112,719.00 
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ATTORNEY FEES EARNED BY BROOKE B. REDMOND-
COSTS OF COMPUTER-ASSISTED LEGAL RESEARCH-
TOTAL FEES EARNED BY THE FIRM-
TOTAL ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS: 
Andrew B. Wright, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states: 
$126,480.50 
$895.50 
$222.00 
$1,736.50 
$1,021.69 
$243,075.196 
$279,132.21 
That he is an attorney for Silver Creek in the foregoing action; that he verifies under oath 
that the costs, disbursements, and attorney fees are true and accurate and properly and correctly 
set forth in accordance with the applicable rules. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this \ 1 day of March, 2015. 
To the extent costs for computer-assisted legal research are awarded as actual costs under the 
not under I.R.C.P. 54(e)(3)(K)), the total fees earned by the Firm would be $242,053.50. 
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Falls ) 
BRANDON T. BERRETT, being duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Idaho, an attorney for 
Silver Creek Seed, LLC ("Silver Creek) in the above-entitled matter, and an associate with 
Wright Brothers Law Office, PLLC (the "Firm"). 
2. I keep daily records of the legal work done by me on every case. Attached hereto 
as Exhibit A is a true, accurate, and correct list of the itemized legal services our law firm 
performed in this case. The services classified as "BB" on the invoices attached hereto as 
Exhibit A are the true, accurate, and correct list of the itemized legal services I performed in this 
case. The list attached hereto as Exhibit A states the date the work was done, provides a brief 
description of the services performed, itemizes the time consumed to perform the legal work per 
1/10 of an hour, and calculates the fee earned for the work done. The hourly rate I charge is 
commensurate with the rates charged by other attorneys in this area for attorneys with 
comparable ability and legal experience. From September 2013 through December 2013, my 
hourly rate was $165.00 per hour. From January of2014 through December 2014, my hourly 
rate was $215.00 per hour. In January 2015, my hourly rate increased to $225.00 per hour, all of 
which is reflected in the invoices attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
I have reviewed the provisions ofI.R.C.P. 54(e)(3) which provides a list of criteria to be 
considered by the Court in determining reasonable attorney fees. In evaluating the 
reasonableness of the attorney fees to be awarded in this case, I would advise the Court that such 
amount is reasonable considering the time and labor required, the difficulty of the questions, the 
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required to perform 
amounts involved and results obtained, and results obtained similar cases. 
The undersigned verifies under oath that the costs, disbursements, and attorney fees set 
forth herein are true and accurate and properly and correctly set forth in accordance with the 
parties' contract and the applicable legal rules: 
ATI'ORNEY FEES EARNED BY BRANDON T. BERRETT 
$126,480.50 
Brandon T. Berrett, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states: 
That he is an attorney for Silver Creek in the foregoing action; that he verifies under oath 
that the costs, disbursements, and attorney fees are true and accurate and properly and correctly 
set forth in accordance with applicable rules. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this h_ day of March, 2015. 
Notary Pub~r Idaho 
Residing at: ~ \l\\ fA] ts 
My Commission expires: 2, ·la· I ~ 
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AFFIDAVIT OF TYLER RANDS 
TYLER RANDS, being duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Idaho, an attorney for 
Silver Creek Seed, LLC ("Silver Creek) in the above-entitled matter, and an associate with 
Wright Brothers Law Office, PLLC (the "Firm"). 
2. I keep daily records of the legal work done by me on every case. Attached hereto 
as Exhibit A is a true, accurate, and correct list of the itemized legal services our law firm 
performed in this case. The services classified as "TR" on the invoices attached hereto as 
Exhibit A are the true, accurate, and correct list of the itemized legal services I performed in this 
case. The list attached hereto as Exhibit A states the date the work was done, provides a brief 
description of the services performed, itemizes the time consumed to perform the legal work per 
1/10 of an hour, and calculates the fee earned for the work done. The hourly rate I charge is 
commensurate with the rates charged by other attorneys in this area for attorneys with 
comparable ability and legal experience. From September 2013 through December 2013, my 
hourly rate was $195.00 per hour. In January 2014, my hourly rate increased to $225.00 per 
hour, all of which is reflected in the invoices attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
I have reviewed the provisions ofI.R.C.P. 54(e)(3) which provides a list of criteria to be 
considered by the Court in determining reasonable attorney fees. In evaluating the 
reasonableness of the attorney fees to be awarded in this case, I would advise the Court that such 
amount is reasonable considering the time and labor required, the difficulty of the questions, the 
requisite skill required to perform the legal services properly, and my experience and abilities, 
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charges for work, time limitations imposed by case, 
The undersigned verifies under oath that the costs, disbursements, and attorney set 
forth herein are true and accurate and properly and correctly set forth in accordance with the 
parties' contract and the applicable legal rules: 
ATTORNEY FEES EARNED BY TYLER RA1'TDS 
$895.50 
Tyler Rands, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states: 
That he is an attorney for Silver Creek in the foregoing action; that he verifies under oath 
that the costs, disbursements, and attorney fees are true and accurate and properly and correctly 
set forth in accordance with applicable rules. 
Tyler Rands 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this J]_ day of March, 2015. 
No~ Pu~ for Idah+z \\ 
Residing at: U) lN tR. S 
My Commission expires: 2 · \ V, \ 'b 
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CHARLES F. WRIGHT, being duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State ofldaho, an attorney for 
Silver Creek Seed, LLC ("Silver Creek) in the above-entitled matter, and a member of Wright 
Brothers Law Office, PLLC (the "Firm"). 
2. I keep daily records of the legal work done by me on every case. Attached hereto 
as Exhibit A is a true, accurate, and correct list of the itemized legal services our law firm 
performed in this case. The services classified as ''CFW" on the invoices attached hereto as 
Exhibit A are the true, accurate, and correct list of the itemized legal services I performed in this 
case. The list attached hereto as Exhibit A states the date the work was done, provides a brief 
description of the services performed, itemizes the time consumed to perform the legal work per 
1/10 of an hour, and calculates the fee earned for the work done. The hourly rate I charge is 
commensurate with the rates charged by other attorneys in this area for attorneys with 
comparable ability and legal experience. In December 2013, my hourly rate was $255.00 per 
hour. In January 2014, my hourly rate increased to $285.00 per hour, all of which is reflected in 
the invoices attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
I have reviewed the provisions of I.R.C.P. 54(e)(3) which provides a list of criteria to be 
considered by the Court in determining reasonable attorney fees. In evaluating the 
reasonableness of the attorney fees to be awarded in this case, I would advise the Court that such 
amount is reasonable considering the time and labor required, the difficulty of the questions, the 
requisite skill required to perform the legal services properly, and my experience and abilities, 
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charges work, limitations imposed the circumstances case, the 
undersigned verifies under oath that the costs, disbursements, and attorney set 
forth herein are true and accurate and properly and correctly set forth in accordance with the 
parties' contract and the applicable legal rules: 
ATTORNEY FEES EARNED BY CHARLES F. WRIGHT 
$222.00 
Charles F. Wright, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states: 
That he is an attorney for Silver Creek in the foregoing action; that he verifies under oath 
that the costs, disbursements, and attorney fees are true and accurate and properly and correctly 
set forth in accordance with applicable rules. 
Charles F. Wright 7 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this .11_ day of March, 2015. 
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) 
BROOKE B. REDMOND, being duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State ofldabo, an attorney for 
Silver Creek Seed, LLC ("Silver Creek) in the above-entitled matter, and an associate with 
Wright Brothers Law Office, PLLC (the "Firm"). 
2. I keep daily records of the legal work done by me on every case. Attached hereto 
as Exhibit A is a true, accurate, and correct list of the itemized legal services our law firm 
performed in this case. The services classified as "BR" on the invoices attached hereto as 
Exhibit A are the true, accurate, and correct list of the itemized legal services I performed in this 
case. The list attached hereto as Exhibit A states the date the work was done, provides a brief 
description of the services performed, itemizes the time consumed to perform the legal work per 
1/10 of an hour, and calculates the fee earned for the work done. The hourly rate I charge is 
commensurate with the rates charged by other attorneys in this area for attorneys with 
comparable ability and legal experience. From March 2014 through December 2014, my hourly 
rate was $235.00 per hour. In January 2015, my hourly rate increased to $245.00 per hour, all of 
which is reflected in the invoices attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
I have reviewed the provisions ofl.R.C.P. 54(e)(3) which provides a list of criteria to be 
considered by the Court in determining reasonable attorney fees. In evaluating the 
reasonableness of the attorney fees to be awarded in this case, I would advise the Court that such 
amount is reasonable considering the time and labor required, the difficulty of the questions, the 
requisite skill required to perform the legal services properly, and my experience and abilities, 
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charges work, time limitations imposed by the circumstances case, 
The undersigned under oath that the costs, disbursements, and attorney foes set 
forth herein are true and accurate and properly and correctly set forth in accordance with the 
parties' contract and the applicable legal rules: 
ATTORNEY FEES EARNED BY BROOKE B. REDMOND 
$1,736.50 
Brooke B. Redmond, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states: 
That she is an attorney for Silver Creek in the foregoing action; that she verifies under 
oath that the costs, disbursements, and attorney fees are true and accurate and properly and 
correctly set forth in accordance with applicable rules. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this It day of March, 2015. 
,,,11111,,,, 
,,, d.,,. Roa, 11 .. 
,, . ,s,, ........ /s,a <,. 
.... ::v_ •• •, '/1. " 
..:: ~-·s · .. :v ~ 
..... .. . -
...... : ~ -
- . -
= : NOTARY PUBLIC : = 
! . -
-.... 
Notary PubfTuor Idaho 
Residing at:,0\N fA.\ k 
My Commission expires: 2 ·lo· I~ 
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and costs the amount 
favor and against Sunrain. 
Oral Argument is requested. 
CONCLUSION 
an 
a total 
DATED this _l]_ day of March, 2015. 
amount 
WRIGHT BROTHERS LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
its 
Andrew B. Wright, a resident attorney of the State ofidaho, hereby certifies that on the j_J_ day of March, 2015, he served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document 
upon the following: 
Michael D. Gaffney 
BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY P.A. 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, 83404-7495 
Kl [ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
J><r 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Express Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile- (208) 529-9732 
E-mail 
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EXHIBIT A 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
P0Box646 ['cabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
6/20/2013 
Service Item 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
P.O. Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho• 83303..0226 
Phone: 208 - 733 - 3107 
Fax: 208- 9 
www. 
Description 
Call with client re: potato dispute, reviewed file 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due 1m1ounts will bear interest aJ: 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 12922 
Invoice Date: 6/24/2013 
Matter 
00 I (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.2 235.00 47.00 
$47.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$47.00 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
704 
BillTo: 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 13055 
Invoice Date: 7/22/2013 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Date of Service Service Item Description Hours Rate Amount 
7/3/2013 ABW Client meeting, reviewed file 1 235.00 235.00 
Payment due upon receipt Total $235.00 
Without limiting the furegoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$235.00 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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e 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
P.O. Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 2~~07 
Fax: 20~,.9 O!f,: ~r,.ol\4 
.--~~~~~~-·~~~~ Bi11 To: V 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
7/31/2013 
8/1/2013 
8/8/2013 
8/9/2013 
8/14/2013 
8/21/2013 
8/22/2013 
Service Item 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
Description 
Meeting with client; researched issues re: claims, right of 
rejection, inspection, implied warranties, etc.; drafted letter to 
Sunrain 
Revised demand; call with client; researched liability issues 
Reviewed additional crop infonnation 
Addressed crop damage issues 
Addressed issues for Complaint, e-mail to client 
Researched liability issues re: claim 
Call with client, researched issues for Complaint 
Total 
Wit1lout limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 13227 
Invoice Date: 8/26/2013 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
6.7 235.00 1,574.50 
0.8 235.00 188.00 
0.1 235 .00 23.50 
0.1 235.00 23.50 
0.4 235.00 94.00 
0.3 235.00 70.50 
0.4 235.00 94.00 
$2,068.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$2,068.00 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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BiDTo: 
Mark Johnson 
P0Box646 
IPicabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
8/27/2013 
9/4/2013 
9/5/2013 
9/6/2013 
9/9/2013 
9/10/2013 
9/13/2013 
9/16/2013 
9/16/2013 
9/17/2013 
9/17/2013 
9/18/2013 
9/23/2013 
8/27/2013 
Service Item 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
TR 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
P.O. Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 73 3107 
Fax: 20 9 
Description 
Finalized demand, researched Potandon, Sunrain entity issues 
Reviewed correspondence, revised claims for Complaint 
Call with client; preparing ring rot claim 
Call with client, preparing claim against Sunrain, researched 
possible ICIA liability 
Preparing claim against Sunrain 
Research crop loss issues re: crop improvement assns 
Research crop assn negligence 
Research crop assn negligence 
Call with client, drafting Complaint and researching possible 
arbitration requirement 
Researching re contractual claims against Sunrain; researching 
additional liability issues. 
Finalizing complaint, researching warranty issues 
Finalizing complaint, researching warranty/estoppeVgood faith 
issues 
Call with client; revised complaint; reviewed additional 
certification documents and issues 
Postage Fees 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 13400 
Invoice Date: 9/25/2013 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
L8 235.00 423.00 
LO 235.00 235.00 
0.6 235.00 141.00 
2.2 235.00 517.00 
0.3 235.00 70.50 
2.1 165.00 346.50 
0.4 165.00 66.00 
0.3 165.00 49.50 
3.3 235.00 775.50 
2.4 195.00 468.00 
2.9 235.00 681.50 
3.4 235.00 799.00 
0.7 235.00 164.50 
0.92 0.92 
$4,737.92 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$4,737.92 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
P.O. Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho • 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 73 107 
Fax: 9 
WWW. ·~ 
..-Bil-I T-o: ----------'! '\_ \'\+\ "'0 
Mark Johnson 
P0Box646 
rioaho. lD 83348 
Date of Service 
9/27/2013 
9/30/2013 
10/8/2013 
10/14/2013 
10/15/2013 
10/16/2013 
10/17/2013 
9/11/2013 
9/30/2013 
10/16/2013 
10/23/2013 
10/23/2013 
Service Item 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt 
Description 
Addressed liability issues 
Researched liability issues 
Call with client 
Addressed service of process; e-mail to opposing counsel 
Review pleadings and file documents 
Review documents; research re: causation 
Research re: causation issues 
Postage Fees 
Filing Fees (MJOH) 
LexisNexis Database Search Fees 
LexisNexis Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 13556 
Invoice Date: 10/24/2013 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.6 235.00 141.00 
0.6 235.00 141.00 
0.1 235.00 23.50 
0.2 235.00 47.00 
0.7 165.00 llS.50 
3.5 165.00 577.SO 
l.l 165.00 181.50 
2.98 2.98 
96.00 96.00 
47.43 47.43 
7.56 7.56 
1.12 1.12 
155.09 
$1,382.09 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$1,382.09 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
P0Box646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
10/30/2013 
10/30/2013 
10/31/2013 
11/1/2013 
10/31/2013 
11/25/2013 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Research re: contract claim defense 
Drafting discovery requests; reviewed client's documentation 
Finalizing discovery requests; Case preparation 
Drafted reply; finalized discovery; call with client 
Postage Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 13698 
Invoice Date: 11/26/2013 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.7 165.00 115.50 
2.5 235.00 587.50 
4.4 235.00 1,034.00 
1.1 235.00 258.50 
2.84 2.84 
3.20 3.20 
6.04 
$2,001.54 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$2,001.54 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
11/25/2013 
12/4/2013 
12/4/2013 
12/10/2013 
12/17/2013 
11/26/2013 
Service Item 
ABW 
ABW 
CFW 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho • 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 7 107 
Fax: 20 9 
. t 
Description 
Call with client 
Client meeting; Addressed causation issues and preparing 
additional discovery 
Review and conf. re: causation issues. 
Drafted 2nd set of discovery; reviewed responses to requests 
for admission; correspondence to client 
Call with client 
Postage Fees 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 13791 
Invoice Date: 12/23/2013 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.1 235.00 23.50 
2.6 235.00 611.00 
0.2 255.00 51.00 
0.8 235.00 188.00 
0.1 235.00 23.50 
1.58 1.58 
' 
$898.58 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$898.58 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 Twin Falis, Idaho • 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 • 7 107 
Fax 2 ... f:J~ 
r--B-iU-To-: ------....... 01,.\-'\()\,,. 
l\.1arkJolmson I 
:~a!~~ ~683348 I 
Date of Service Service Item Description 
1/7/2014 ABW Call with client; Reviewed discoveiy documents 
1/12/2014 ABW Reviewed discoveiy requests from Sunrain; e-mail to client 
1/13/2014 ABW Call with client 
1/16/2014 CFW Conf. re: damage and causation issues. 
1/16/2014 BB Research re: punitive damages 
l/16/2014 ABW Client meeting; Reviewed discoveiy documentation 
1/13/2014 LexisNexis Database Search Fees 
Payment due upon receipt Total 
Without limJting tlle foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 13900 
Invoice Date: 1/27/2014 
Matter 
00 l (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.6 285.00 171.00 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
2.0 215.00 430.00 
l.6 285.00 456.00 
48.10 48.10 
$1,333.10 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$1,333.10 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
P0 Box646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
1/27/2014 
1/28/2014 
1/29/2014 
I/30/2014 
2/10/2014 
2/17/2014 
2/18/2014 
2/20/2014 
2/24/2014 
1/25/2014 
2/24/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Addressed discovery answers 
Discovery responses, discovery demand letter, additional 
discovery requests, and subpoena 
Review discovery docwnents; Drafting discovery responses 
Draft discovery answers and organiz.e exhibits; draft 3rd set of 
interrogatories; draft letter to opposing counsel re: discovery 
requests; draft subpoena to Pontandon; draft notices of service 
Call with Wooten 's attorney, reviewed discovery 
Review documents and compile outline w/exhibits 
Review discovery documents and compile exhibits for outline 
Call with client, addressed discovery 
Revised discovery answers; E-mail to client 
Postage Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 14009 
Invoice Date: 2/25/2014 
Matter 
00 I (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.3 285.00 85.SO 
0.1 215.00 21.50 
2.6 215.00 559.00 
8.4 215.00 1,806.00 
0.4 285.00 114.00 
3.1 215.00 666.50 
5.9 215.00 1,268.50 
02 285.00 57.00 
1.8 285 .00 513.00 
1.64 1.64 
7.20 7.20 
8.84 
$5,099.84 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$5,099.84 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
P0Box646 
ricabo, lD 83348 
Date of Service 
2/28/2014 
3/17/2014 
3/18/2014 
3/26/2014 
3/26/2014 
3/26/2014 
3/27/2014 
3/1/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
BR 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho • 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 • 73 107 
Fax: 20 
I 
Description 
Call with client; reviewed discovery documentation 
Addressed scheduling issues 
Case preparation 
Addressed acceptance of goods, motion for summary judgment 
Research acceptance of goods issue 
Meeting with client; Addressed expert disclosure issues; 
Preparing case for trial 
Call with client 
Postage Fees 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14113 
Invoice Date: 3/28/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
0.3 215.00 64.50 
0.3 235.00 70.50 
4.8 285.00 1,368.00 
0.1 285.00 28.50 
0.90 0.90 
$1,731.90 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$1,731.90 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
BiHTo: 
Mark Johnson 
POBox646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
4/1/2014 
4/2/2014 
4/2/2014 
4/3/2014 
4/3/2014 
4/4/2014 
4/7/2014 
4/7/2014 
4/8/2014 
4/8/2014 
4/10/2014 
4/11/2014 
4/15/2014 
4/15/2014 
4/16/2014 
4/16/2014 
4/17/2014 
4/17/2014 
4/18/2014 
4/18/2014 
4/22/2014 
4/23/2014 
Service Item 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 Twin Falls, Idaho • 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 107 
Fax: 2 
Description 
Research re: UCC acceptance of goods 
Research re: sale of goods; draft motion for summary 
judgment, memo in support of smj. 
Preparing discovery answers; exhibits; information for experts 
Draft memo supporting motion for summary judgment 
Calls with potential expert witnesses; Call with client; Call with 
opposing counsel 
Draft memo supporting summary judgment 
Draft memo supporting summary judgment, affidavit ofM. 
Johnson; research liability for buyer's resale 
Revising discovery; Client meeting; Case preparation 
Research re: breach of warranty claims, liability to 3rd party. 
Preparation of information for expert witnesses 
Review and revise mtn for summary judgment, affidavit of M. 
Johnson 
Call wilh client 
Addressed expert disclosures, punitive damages; review letter 
to Miller research re: expert opinion 
Case preparation; Addressed causation issues/document review 
Review and compile discovery documentation re: ring rot 
testing; research re: assessing punitive damages on parent 
corporation 
Meeting with client re: deposition preparation; Preparing 
information for experts 
Draft motion and memorandum to extend deadlines or re-set 
trial 
Call with Dr. Gudenstad; Mark Johnson deposition; Review of 
inspections 
Revise motion and memorandum to extend time; draft affidavit 
ofABW 
Revised motion to extend deadlines 
Reviewed discovery documents and causation issues; Revising 
correspondence to experts 
Preparing additional discovery; Call with client; Preparing 
information for experts 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14225 
Invoice Date: 4/24/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
1.6 215.00 344.00 
4.1 215.00 881.50 
2.8 285.00 798.00 
23 215.00 494.50 
0.9 285.00 256.50 
1.4 215.00 301.00 
3.1 215.00 666.50 
4.3 285.00 1,225.50 
3.1 215.00 666.50 
0.9 285.00 256.50 
3.2 215.00 688.00 
0.1 285.00 28.50 
0.4 215.00 86.00 
5.4 285.00 1,539.00 
5.2 215.00 1,118.00 
6.3 285.00 1,795.50 
1.1 215.00 236.50 
5.3 285.00 1,510.50 
2.1 215.00 451.50 
1.8 285.00 513.00 
4.5 285.00 1,282.50 
4.6 285.00 1,311.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
3/1/2014 
4/1/2014 
4/24/2014 
4/24/2014 
Service Item 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho • 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 • 7 107 
Fax: 
Description 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Postage Fees 
Copies 
Copies of Deposition· Mark Johnson 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 14225 
Invoice Date: 4/24/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
96.33 96.33 
3.20 3.20 
14.40 14.40 
262.35 262.35 
376.28 
$16,826.78 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$16,826.78 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
2 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
POBox646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
4/24/2014 
4/25/2014 
4/28/2014 
4/28/2014 
4/29/2014 
4/29/2014 
4/30/2014 
5/1/2014 
5/2/2014 
5/5/2014 
5/6/2014 
5/7/2014 
5/7/2014 
5/8/2014 
5/9/2014 
S/13/2014 
5/ 13/2014 
5/14/2014 
5/14/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
CFW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt 
e 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Prepared exhibits for experts; addressed causation issues 
Prepared information related to causation, evidence related to 
Ebe Farms 
Research re: Washington seed cen:ification regulations 
Prepared for client meeting; Addressing additional information 
needed from Sunrain 
Research re: Nevada seed potato cen:ification requirements 
Addressed additional discovery; Meeting with client; Revised 
information to experts 
Correspondence to Miller, Gudmestad; Revising reply, 
discovery 
Correspondence with Dr. Hopkins 
Research re: Nevada health certificate, administrative 
regulations 
Finalized reply; e-mail to opposing counsel; addressed 
scheduling issues 
Reviewed certification issues in Idaho, Washington, and 
Nevada; Letter to opposing counsel; Call with client 
Review procedures for cen:ification and recen:ification. 
Drafting SMJ memorandwn to address 
certification/re-certification issue; e-mails with experts; 
reviewed ICIA rules 
Revising summmy judgment docwnents 
Call with Jeff Miller; addressed additional information for 
expert; e-mail Gudenstad 
Research re: Nevada seed potato regulations, ICIA certification 
rules 
Conference call with Gudenstad; Researched Chieftain source 
through CFIA; Call to client 
Review/compare discovery answers and supplemental 
discoveries re: cattle reed; review/revise memo supporting 
summary judgment, affidavit ofM. Johnson 
E-mail Gudenstad, Millers, opposing counsel; addressed 
damages issues 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14349 
Invoice Date: 5/27/2014 
Matter 
00 I (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
1.3 285.00 370.50 
2.4 285.00 684.00 
12 215.00 258.00 
2.6 285.00 741.00 
0.2 215.00 43.00 
4.6 285.00 1,311.00 
1.4 285.00 399.00 
0.1 285.00 28.50 
0.8 215 .00 172.00 
1.5 285.00 427.50 
3.5 285.00 997.50 
0.3 285 .00 85.50 
5.8 285.00 1,653.00 
1.8 285.00 513.00 
0.7 285.00 199.50 
2.5 215.00 537.50 
3.7 285.00 1,054.50 
6.1 215 .00 1,31 l.50 
0.9 285.00 256.SO 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
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BmTo: 
Mark Johnson 
P0Box646 
rcabo,ID 83348 
Date of Service 
5/15/2014 
5/15/2014 
5/16/2014 
5/16/2014 
5/19/2014 
5/20/2014 
5/20/2014 
3/1/2014 
4/28/2014 
4/29/2014 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
TR 
ABW 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Review and analyze bills oflading/invoices, Cow Chow 
loads/billing, harvest reports; revise memo supporting smj, aff. 
ofM.Johnson 
E-mail with expert; reviewed correspondence 
Review ring rot testing documents, state inspector notesheets; 
Revise memo supporting summary judgment, Aff. ofM. 
Johnson, exhibits to Aff. ofM. Johnson; Conference re: 
contract price and recertification issues 
E-mails to Gudenstad and Miller; Addressed damages 
Call with Dr. Miller; Drafting summary judgment 
memorandum 
Researching privileged materials in expert disclosure 
Drafted 26(b)4 disclosures; Call w/ Dr. Miller; Call with client; 
Reviewed draft report. 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Postage Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without li.'Iliting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14349 
Invoice Date: 5/27/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
7.3 215.00 1,569.50 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
4.6 215.00 989.00 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
4.1 285.00 1,168.50 
0.8 225.00 180.00 
3.7 285.00 1,054.SO 
41.S8 4l.S8 
15.26 15.26 
31.44 31.44 
88,28 
$16,235.28 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$16,235.28 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
717 
BillTo: 
Mark Johnson 
P0Box646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
5/30/2014 
5/30/2014 
6/1/2014 
6/2/2014 
6/2/2014 
6/3/2014 
6/3/2014 
6/4/2014 
6/4/2014 
6/5/2014 
6/5/2014 
6/6/2014 
6/9/2014 
6/10/2014 
6/12/2014 
6/16/2014 
6/17/2014 
6/17/2014 
6/18/2014 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Revise memo supporting smj, aff. ofMJ 
Revising summary judgment memorandum and affidavit 
Revisions to Johnson affidavit for summary judgment 
Revise smj memo and Aff. ofMJ; review Silver Creek invoices 
Calls with client and Nancy; Revised memorandum, affidavit; 
Drafted motion; Addressing damages calculations 
Review/revise aff. ofMJ, memo supporting SMJ; draft 
amended motion for smj, amended notice of hearing 
Reformatted and revised summary judgment and affidavit 
without damage amounts 
Review documentation from client, invoices 
Call with Nancy 
Call with Nancy; set depositions; e-mails with opposing 
counsel; addressed damages calculations 
Review accounting documentation, Sunrain discovery 
responses re: deposits. 
Review account documents, invoices, discovery responses, 
counterclaim; T/C and email to Nancie re: accounting; 
invoices/bills oflading; draft notice of deposition for John, 
Davenport, Bragg, Derbridge 
Review/anal)'7.C outstanding seed invoices/spreadsheets and 
amount owed; T/C w/ Nancie re: bills oflading 
Review and anal)'7.C email/documents from Nancie re: cow 
chow, invoices, outstanding amount owed 
Email correspondence w/ Nancie re: bill oflading and invoices; 
review and anal)'7.C email/documents from Nancie 
Reviewed response to summary judgment filed by Sunrain 
Review memo and affidavits opposing summary judgment; 
review discovery responses re: rejection, cattle feed agreement; 
research re: installment contracts, conclusory affidavits, 
rejection of goods; conference re: summary judgment 
Call with client; Addressing issues for affidavit and reply brief 
Research re: installment contracts; draft affidavit ofMJ; review 
discovery responses re: email correspondence; draft reply 
memo to opposition to smj; T/C w/ Client re: affidavit ofMJ 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts wili bea:r interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 1444 7 
Invoice Date: 6/19/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.4 215.00 516.00 
1.3 285.00 370.50 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
2.1 215.00 451.50 
6.6 285.00 1,881.00 
1.7 215.00 365.50 
2.9 285.00 826.50 
0.9 215.00 193.50 
0.1 285.00 28.50 
1.5 285.00 427.50 
4.4 215.00 946.00 
4.7 215.00 1,010.50 
2.5 215.00 537.50 
2.2 215.00 473.00 
1.3 215.00 279.50 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
4.9 215.00 l,053.50 
3.3 285.00 940.50 
5.l 215.00 1,096.50 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
1 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
POBox646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
6/18/2014 
5/26/2014 
6/2/2014 
6/19/2014 
6/)9/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt 
e 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Revised affidavit; Addressed issues for summary judgment; 
Call with client 
Postage Fees 
Miller Research: Document review and report preparation 
Westla-w Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14447 
Invoice Date: 6/19/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.8 285.00 798.00 
21.88 21.88 
1,275.00 1,275.00 
41.67 41.67 
3.20 3.20 
1,341.75 
$13,708.25 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$13,708.25 
This invoice may not include. items such a;; copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
Page2 719 
e 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
P.O. Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 73 - 31 07 
Fax: 208 
WWW. . -~ 
~Bi-llT-o:--------~-----."°~Q·~
0 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box 646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
6/19/2014 
6/20/2014 
6/20/2014 
6/23/2014 
6/23/2014 
6/24/2014 
6/24/2014 
6/25/2014 
6/25/2014 
6/26/2014 
6/26/2014 
6/27/2014 
6/27/2014 
6/29/2014 
6/30/2014 
6/30/2014 
7/1/2014 
7/1/2014 
7/2/2014 
7/2/2014 
Service Item 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
Description 
Draft reply memo in support of smj; research re: conclusory 
affidavits; substantial impairment of value. 
Review/revise reply memo supporting smj. 
Revised reply to opposition to summary judgment 
Draft Aff. of ABW, Motion to Strike, Notice of Hearing 
Revised reply to opposition to motion for summary judgment 
Review meeting recordings 
Prepared for depositions; E-mails with Court clerk 
Review/analyze meeting recordings; addressed expert 
testimony 
Drafted notices of deposition; Prepared for depositions 
Review supplemental discovery, expert disclosures; research re: 
expert opinion admissibility; addressed outstanding invoices, 
deposits, payments 
Calls with client; Revised documentation summarizing 
payments, invoices, shipments, etc.; E-mail with opposing 
counsel 
Review/analyze invoices, checks from Sunrain; TIC and email 
correspondence w/ Nancie re: outstanding balances, Sunrain 
Checks; generate invoice/check ledger 
Outlining argument for summary judgment 
Prepared argument for summary judgment hearing 
Research re: expert testimony; draft and organiz.e deposition 
questions and exhibits; review/analyze Sunrain payment 
ledgers 
Prepared for summary judgment hearing; Travel; Hearing in 
Blaine Cowity 
Review expert disclosures, MJ deposition; research re: 
excluding expert testimony 
Prepare for John, Davenport, Derhridge depositions; Travel to 
Idaho Falls 
Outline arguments for mtn in limine; email correspondence and 
T/Cs w/Nancie re: outstanding invoices and amowits owed 
Deposition preparation; Depositions of Davenport, John, 
Derbridge; Travel from Idaho Falls 
Total 
W ithout limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14549 
Invoice Date: 7/23/2014 
Matter 
00 l (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
7.1 215.00 1,526.50 
2.6 215.00 559.00 
2.2 285.00 627.00 
1.1 215.00 236.50 
3.0 285.00 855.00 
1.0 215.00 215.00 
1.3 285.00 370.50 
4.9 215.00 1,053.50 
3.3 285.00 940.50 
2.6 215.00 559.00 
3.1 285.00 883.50 
3.2 215.00 688.00 
0.4 285.00 114.00 
2.6 285.00 741.00 
5.1 215.00 1,096.50 
7.9 285.00 2,251.50 
5.4 21 5.00 1,161.00 
5.8 285.00 1,653.00 
3.0 2i5.00 645.00 
8.5 285.00 2,422.50 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
Page 1 720 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho • 83303..0226 
Phone: 208 - 73 3107 
Fax: 69 
WWW. 
.--Bi-llT-o:--------~t.\ 
'·\· 
e,-0.a 
Mark Johnson 
P0Box646 I Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
7/3/2014 
7/912014 
7/10/2014 
7/11/2014 
7114/2014 
7/14/20]4 
7/15/2014 
7/15/20!4 
7/16/2014 
7/17/2014 
7/22/2014 
5/26/2014 
7/1/2014 
7/1/2014 
7/22/2014 
7/22/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
Description 
Reviewed documents provided in discovery 
Email correspondence w/ Nancie re: corrected invoices, 
outstanding amounts owed; review corrected invoices/bills of 
lading; draft stipulated motion to vacate and reset trial 
Research re: partial summary judgment/findings of fact; review 
email and revised invoices from Nancie; draft order on partial 
summary judgment 
Review smj filings; Revise order on partial smj 
Revise order on partial summary judgment; conference re: 
summary judgment (damages); review seed delivery documents 
(BOLs, invoices, spreadsheets); research re: partial smj on 
damages; draft order vacating trial date. memo supporting 
partial smj (damages) 
Reviewed correspondence from Gudmestad; Telephone call 
with Gudmestad; Call with client; Revised Motion to Continue, 
Order; E-mail with opposing counsel; Addressed 2nd motion 
for summary judgment 
Review seed shipping documents, invoices, harvest results; 
conference re: smj order, draft memo for summary judgment 
(damages), assemble smj exhibits 
Revised SMJ order; Reviewed 2nd SMJ issue 
Research re: contract damages; review Silver Creek invoices, 
payments/deposits from Sunrain; emails to Nancie re: bill of 
ladings; draft memo supporting partial summary judgment 
(damages) 
Revise smj memo (damages); TIC wl Nancie re: BOL 
corrections 
Call with clerk re: status of order 
Postage Fees 
Travel Expense for Depositions 
Copies ofDepositions - M. Davenport, A Derbridge, D. John 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14549 
Invoice Date: 7/23/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.5 285.00 142.50 
2.0 215.00 430.00 
2.1 215.00 451.50 
0.9 215.00 193.50 
5.0 215.00 1,075.00 
l.2 285.00 342.00 
5.4 215.00 1,161.00 
1.4 285.00 399.00 
6.1 215.00 1,311.50 
1.9 215.00 408.50 
0.1 285.00 28.50 
9.02 9.02 
124.19 124.19 
1,025.91 1,025.91 
79.37 79.37 
20.88 20.88 
1,259.37 
$25,800.87 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$25,800.87 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
2 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
L AW OFFICE, PLLC 
P.O. Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 73 - 3107 
Fax: 20 9 
www. . ·\· 
,--Bill-To- : ------"°9\'\?1'-
0 
Mark Johnson 
POBox646 I Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
7/23/2014 
7/23/2014 
7/24/2014 
7/24/2014 
7/25/2014 
7/25/2014 
7/28/2014 
7/28/2014 
7/29/2014 
7/29/2014 
7/30/2014 
7/31/2014 
8/ 1/2014 
8/4/2014 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
Payment due upon receipt. 
Description 
Addressed smj memo, motion in limine; email correspondence 
w/ Nancie re: BOUinvoice discrepancy; revise smj memo; 
draft aff. ofMJ in support ofsmj 
Addressed issues for memorandum for 2nd SMJ; 
Correspondence to client 
Research re: installment contract breach/damages; review email 
from Nancie re: BOLs; review/revise memo and aff supporting 
summary judgment 
Revised memorandum for 2nd SMJ and Johnson affidavit 
Draft notice of hearing; review and revise memo supporting 
summary judgment, aff. ofMJ supporting smj/exhibits; T/Cs 
w/Nancie re: aff. ofMJ; review motion to reconsider and 
supporting affidavits 
Revised 2nd SMJ memorandum, affidavit, motion; Addressed 
Motion to Reconsider 
Draft supplemental discovery answers, notice of service 
Correspondence with Gudmestad; Addressed issues on motion 
to reconsider 
Review mtn to enlarge time, aff. of opp. counsel, exhibits to 
aff. ofMJ, Sunrain discovery responses; draft objection to mtn 
to enlarge time; review procedural rules re: mtn to reconsider 
Revised objection to enlargement of time; Provided dates for 
Court; Addressed objection to Motion to Reconsider issues 
Research re: mtn to reconsider, new evidence 
Review Davenport depo., John depo., Derbridge depo., Johnson 
depo., reconsideration filings , meeting recording; research re: 
implied warranties, warranty waivers 
Draft memorandum opposing reconsideration; research re: 
striking affidavits 
Research re: contract interpretation/enforcement, intent of 
contracting parties; draft memo opposing reconsideration 
( sections re: conformance to contract, express and implied 
warranties) 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14642 
Invoice Date: 8/22/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.3 215.00 494.50 
12 285.00 342.00 
3.8 215.00 817.00 
3.1 285.00 883.50 
3.8 215.00 817.00 
3.3 285.00 940.50 
0.5 215.00 107.50 
l.2 285.00 342.00 
1.7 21 5.00 365.50 
3.1 285.00 883.50 
3.3 215 .00 709.50 
7.8 215.00 1,677.00 
4.3 215.00 924.50 
4.0 215.00 860.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, fi ling fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
Page 1 722 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
P0Box646 
rcabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
8/5/2014 
8/6/2014 
8/7/2014 
8/8/2014 
8/8/2014 
8/13/2014 
8/13/2014 
8/18/2014 
8/19/2014 
8/19/2014 
8/20/2014 
8/20/2014 
8/21/2014 
8/1/2014 
8/20/2014 
Service Item 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho• 83303..0226 
Phone: 208 - 73 - 3 107 
Fax: 208 
Description 
Research re: admissibility of evidence (telephone 
conversations); draft memo opposing reconsideration (sections 
on warranty of merchantability and rejection) 
TIC w/ opp. counsel re: hearing on mtn. to enlarge time; 
Research re: breach of installment contract, conflicting 
testimony, sham affidavit rule, authenticating evidence; draft 
memo opp. reconsideration (sections on breach, acceptance, 
rejection) 
Draft/revise memo opposing reconsideration; research re: 
motion in liminie, excluding expert testimony 
Review/analyze damage amount; review mtn in liminie; 
research re: admissibility/foundation of expert testimony 
Hearing on Motion to Enlarge Time; Addressed memorandum 
related to 2nd SMJ and Motion to Reconsider 
Research re: impairment of installment contract 
Revising memorandum objecting to motion to reconsider 
Research re: breach/substantially impair value of installment 
contract; review documentation re: seed deposits; revise memo 
opposing reconsideration 
Research re: UCC, effective rejection, acceptance; review Bills 
of Lading in response to discovery requests; review depositions 
re: rejection; revise memo opposing motion to reconsider 
Preparing additional documents to be provided in discovery; 
Correspondence with client 
Review/revise memo opposing reconsideration; research re: 
cancellation of installment contracts, effective rejection as 
question of law or fact 
Call with client; reviewed additional documentation; 
Correspondence to opposing counsel 
Review/revise memo opposing motion for reconsideration 
Postage Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14642 
Invoice Date: 8/22/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.8 215.00 602.00 
5.7 215.00 1,225.50 
6.1 215.00 1,311.50 
4.2 215.00 903.00 
1.6 285.00 456.00 
3.7 215.00 795.50 
2.5 285.00 712.50 
5.0 215.00 1,075.00 
5.0 215.00 1,075.00 
0.9 285.00 256.50 
5.6 215.00 1,204.00 
1.3 285.00 370.50 
5.9 215.00 1,268.50 
18.74 18.74 
12.48 12.48 
31.22 
$21,450.72 
per annwn. Payments/Credits -$21,450.72 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, fiiing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed'. 
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Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
P0Box646 
83348 
Date of Service 
8/25/2014 
8/29/2014 
8/29/2014 
9/2/2014 
9/2/2014 
9/3/2014 
9/4/2014 
9/4/2014 
9/5/2014 
9/5/2014 
9/8/2014 
9/8/2014 
9/9/2014 
9/10/2014 
9/11/2014 
9/12/2014 
9/14/2014 
9/15/2014 
9/17/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Reviewed new scheduling deadlines; E-mail client 
Researched opposition to mtn to reconsider, installment 
contracts; research re: substantial impairment of installment 
contracts 
Revising brief in response to motion to reconsider 
Addressed SUI1l1l18Iy judgment and reconsideration motions; 
review Sunrain's memo opposing smj and associated 
documents; research re: tender/delivery of goods; draft reply 
memo supporting motion for 2nd SUI1l1l18Iy judgment 
Reviewed objection to 2nd SUI1l1l18Iy judgment filed by Sunrain 
Research re: burdens of proof on SUI1l1l18Iy judgment, 
conclusory arguments; draft reply to opposition to 2nd smj 
Draft/review reply memo supporting 2nd SUI1l1l18Iy judgment; 
revise memo opposing motion for reconsideration; addressed 
memos, summary judgment issues, damages 
Revised Reply to 2nd Motion for Summary Judgment 
Revise memo opposing reconsideration 
Call with client; Revised Reply to 2nd Motion for Summary 
Judgment; Revised Objection to Motion to Reconsider 
Researched opposition to reconsideration, breach of installment 
contracts; review memo opposing reconsideration; research re: 
breach of installment contracts 
Revised objection to motion to reconsider; E-mails to Court, 
client 
Call with client; Hearing preparation 
Review depositions; revise information to expert witnesses 
Review depositions; revise/update expert materials 
Reviewed additional filing from Sunrain 
Preparation for hearing on Motion to Reconsider, 2nd Motion 
for Summary Judgment 
Preparation for hearings; Call with client; Travel; Hearings on 
motions to reconsider, 2nd SMJ 
Correspondence to opposing counsel, client; Reviewed 
damages 
Total 
Without Hroiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14737 
Invoice Date: 9/26/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
4.1 215.00 881.50 
1.8 285.00 513.00 
4.6 215.00 989.00 
0.5 285.00 142.50 
6.1 215.00 1,311.50 
7.5 215.00 1,612.50 
4.7 285.00 1,339.50 
1.2 215.00 258.00 
4.0 285.00 1,140.00 
2.3 215.00 494.50 
4.5 285.00 1,282.50 
0.4 285.00 114.00 
3.2 215.00 688.00 
3.2 215.00 688.00 
0.4 285.00 114.00 
2.5 285.00 712.50 
7.6 285.00 2,166.00 
0.5 285.00 142.50 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
724 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
PO Box646 
Picabo,ID 83348 
Date of Service 
8/26/2014 
9/15/2014 
9/24/2014 
9/24/2014 
Service Item 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt 
-
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Postage Fees 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14737 
Invoice Date: 9/26/2014 
Matter 
00 I (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
13.49 13.49 
130.58 130.58 
48.22 48.22 
4.40 4.40 
196.69 
$14,843.19 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$14,843.19 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
Page 2 725 
BiUTo: 
Mark Johnson 
P0Box646 I Picaho, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
9/30/2014 
10/1/2014 
10/1/2014 
10/2/2014 
10/7/2014 
10/8/2014 
10/9/2014 
10/10/2014 
l 0/13/2014 
10/13/2014 
10/14/2014 
10/14/2014 
10/15/2014 
10/15/2014 
10/16/2014 
10/16/2014 
10/17/2014 
10/20/2014 
10/20/2014 
10/21/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Preparing information for Gudmestad 
Draft stipulation for entry of judgment 
Call with client; Preparing proposed stipulation 
Review invoices, Sunrain payments; Draft/revise Stipulation 
for Entry of Judgment, Stipulated Judgment 
Review/revise Stipulation for Entry of Judgment, Judgment; 
revise/update letter and exhibits to N. Gudmestad 
Meeting with client 
Revised proposed stipulation and judgment; Preparing 
infonnation to Gudmestad I 
Correspondence with Gudmestad; Preparing information for 
Gudmestad 
Review crop reports re: chieftain seed/growers 
Prepared information for Gudmestad 
Review/revise letter to experts; research re: seed potato crop 
cullage rate; establishing damages 
Drafted correspondence and prepared exhibits for Gudenstad 
Research re: certainty of damages, sufficient evidence of 
quantity/damages; conference re: ascertaining damages, letter 
to L. Braga re: damage calculation; draft Jetter to L. Braga re: 
background/damage calculation . . 
E-mails Gaflilcy, Gudenstad; Calls with client, Miller, CPA; 
Prepared information for Miller 
Draft letter/information to L. Braga re: damage calculation; 
email correspondence w/ Nancie re: itemization of expenses 
due to BRR and supporting documentation 
Prepared documents for Dr. Miller 
Draft/revise letter and exhibits to L. Braga re: damages 
Call with client; Revised information to Braga 
Revise letter to L. Braga; review damage spreadsheets ftom 
client 
Review spreadsheets/documentation ftom client re: damages; 
TIC w/ Nancie re: cellar rent; conference re: letter to L. Braga, 
damages, lost profits; revise Jetter to L. Braga; generate lost 
profits/damages spreadsheets and graphs 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14845 
Invoice Date: 10/28/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
l.3 215.00 279.50 
0.6 285.00 171.00 
3.1 215.00 666.50 
1.5 215.00 322.50 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
4.1 285.00 1,168.50 
0.4 285.00 114.00 
2.2 215.00 473.00 
2.9 285.00 826.50 
3.6 215.00 774.00 
3.3 285.00 940.50 
6.8 215.00 1,462.00 
1.6 285.00 456.00 
2.5 215.00 537.50 
0.5 285.00 142.50 
5.0 215.00 1,075.00 
0.6 285.00 171.00 
1.5 215.00 322.50 
6.8 215.00 1,462.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees., etc. for which we Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
Page 1 726 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
P0B<Jxo46 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
10/21/2014 
l0/22/2014 
10/22/2014 
10/23/2014 
10/23(2014 
10/24/2014 
10/24/2014 
9/29/2014 
10/21/2014 
10/27/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Meeting with client; Revising damage calculations; 
Correspondence with Miller, Gudmestad 
T/C w/ Nancie re: damages 
Meeting with Braga re: damages calculations; Call with client; 
Prepared disclosure infurmation; Reviewed updated report 
from Dr. Miller 
Addressed expert issues, seed cutting/certification; research re: 
Sunrain' s mtn in liminie, certification requirements, cutting 
records 
Calls with Braga, Gudmestad, Client; Preparing information for 
26(b )4 disclosures, damages calculations 
Correspondence with Braga; Revising damages calculations; 
26(b )4 disclosure for Dr. Miller 
Addressed damages, letter/exhibits to L. Braga, Sunrain's 
motion in liminie; review/revise letter/exhibits to L. Braga 
Postage Fees 
Copies 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14845 
Invoice Date: 10/28/20 l 4 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.7 285.00 769.50 
0.1 215.00 21.50 
2.7 285.00 769.50 
2.0 215.00 430.00 
2.4 285.00 684.00 
3.4 285.00 969.00 
1.4 215.00 301.00 
17.20 17.20 
124.56 124.56 
77.46 77.46 
219.22 
$15,699.22 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$15,699.22 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
727 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
POBox646 
IPicabu.ID 83348 
Date of Service 
10/26/2014 
10/27/2014 
10/27/2014 
10/28/2014 
11/13/2014 
11/20/2014 
11/20/2014 
l 1/21/2014 
11/24/2014 
10/24/2014 
11/13/2014 
11/18/2014 
11/24/2014 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Reviewed Gudmestad report; Correspondence with Gudmestad 
Review damages documentation from client, expert reports; 
review case; review caselaw re: farmer testimony on value of 
crop; draft supplemental discovery response/exhibits re; 
damages 
Prepared supplemental discovery answers for experts 
Addressed scheduling deadlines and issues 
Call with client; Correspondence with Gudmestad 
Research re: setof( pleadings, res judicata issues 
Meeting with Bailey re: Wootens; Reviewed possible offset 
issue 
Research re; setoffs/counterclaims; indemnification claims; 
ripeness 
Research re: ripeness/res judicata and setoffs 
Postage Fees 
Litigation Support Services provided by Ataraxis Accounting 
(MJOH) 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 14945 
Invoice Date: 11/25/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
l.l 285.00 313.50 
4.9 215.00 1,053.50 
2.9 285.00 826.50 
0.6 285.00 171.00 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
2.9 215.00 623.50 
0.5 285.00 142.50 
4.4 215 .00 946.00 
3.3 215.00 709.50 
16.83 16.83 
1,211.00 1,211.00 
54.04 54.04 
6.40 6.40 
1,288.27 
$6,131.27 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$6,131.27 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
728 
BillTo: 
Mark Johnson 
P0Box646 
IPieabo,ID 83341! 
Date of Service 
11/26/2014 
11/26/2014 
12/1/2014 
12/2/2014 
12/2/2014 
12/3/2014 
12/8/2014 
12/9/2014 
12/10/2014 
12/11/2014 
12/19/2014 
12/19/2014 
12/20/2014 
12/21/2014 
12/22/2014 
12/22/2014 
12/23/2014 
12/23/2014 
12/22/2014 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 73 3107 
Fax: 20 
Description 
Research re: counterclaims, pleading re: setoff/indemnification 
Call with client; Reviewed documents to send to Bailey 
Jwy instructions, pretrial memo; review court orders; research 
re: breach warranty claims 
Revise jwy instructions; draft special verdict form; review 
pre-trial order; draft pre-trial memorandum 
Correspondence to attorney John Bailey, reviewed fillings with 
Court 
Review/revise pretrial memorandum, jwy instructions, special 
verdict form; draft exhibit list 
Motion in Limine; review expert report from L. Braga, 
Sunrain 's Motion in Limine, Contract; research re: direct 
damages, consequential damages, limitations on damages 
Research re: integration clauses; draft Objection to Defendant's 
First Motion in Limine 
Research re: collateral contracts, parol evidence; draft objection 
to mtn in limine; TIC wl Nancie re: 2012 incoming seed; 
review spreedsheets re: 2012 incoming seed 
Research re: unconscionability; draft/revise objection to rntn in 
limine 
Call with opposing counsel; Revised objection; Prepared for 
hearing 
Review depositions, affidavits, seed invoices, case law 
Prepared for hearing re: consequential/incidental damages 
Prepare for hearing 
Prepare for hearing; hearing. 
Issues raised at Mtn in Limine hearing; research re: Statute of 
Frauds 
Research re: consequential damages, discovery requests 
Reviewed discovery answers from Sunrain 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 15070 
Invoice Date: 12/24/2014 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
3.3 215.00 709.50 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
4.8 215.00 1,032.00 
6.3 215.00 1,354.50 
0.3 285.00 85.50 
5.7 215.00 1,225.50 
5.7 215.00 1,225.50 
4.8 215.00 1,032.00 
6.7 215.00 1,440.50 
5.6 215.00 1,204.00 
2.2 285.00 627.00 
1.5 215.00 322.50 
2.0 285.00 570.00 
LI 285.00 313.50 
l.9 285.00 541.50 
1.8 215.00 387.00 
2.3 215.00 494.50 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
128.39 128.39 
$12,835.89 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$12,835.89 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
P0Box646 
Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
12/29/2014 
1/7/2015 
1/9/2015 
1/12/2015 
1/13/2015 
1/13/2015 
1/15/2015 
1/15/2015 
1/16/2015 
1/19/2015 
1/20/2015 
1/21/2015 
l/22/2015 
1/23/2015 
12/16/2014 
1/26/2015 
1/26/2015 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 7 107 
Fax: 20 
Description 
Review email from judge re: Mtn in Limine 
Reviewed scheduling order 
Review defendant's supplemental discovery responses, 
deposition ofMJ; draft lay witness disclosure, supplemental 
discovery answers 
Conf re: expert testimony; review materials from Dr. 
Gudmestad; draft questions for Dr. Gudmestad 
Draft questions for Dr. Gudmestad; email correspondence w/ 
Nancie re: sprouts/cattle feed 
Call with client; Revised disclosure documents 
Email correspondence w/ Nancie re: sprouts; Trial preparation 
Reviewed witness disclosures from Sunrain; Trial preparation 
Compile/prepare trial binders and exhibits 
Compile/prepare trial binders and exhibits 
Compile/prepare trial binders and exhibits 
Compile/prepare trial binders and exhibits; draft questions for 
Dr. Gudmestad 
Review Mark Johnson deposition; draft questions for Mark 
Johnson testimony 
Review damages documentation; draft/revise questions for 
Mark Johnson 
Postage Fees 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 15140 
Invoice Date: 1/26/2015 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.1 215.00 21.50 
0.1 285.00 28.50 
3.0 225.00 675.00 
3.8 225.00 855.00 
0.9 225.00 202.50 
2.4 285.00 684.00 
0.3 225.00 67.50 
0.4 285.00 ll4.00 
6.9 22S.00 l,SS2.SO 
6.8 22S.00 1,530.00 
7.7 22S.00 1,732.50 
2.6 22S.00 585.00 
6.7 225.00 1,507.50 
6.l 225.00 1,372.50 
1.86 1.86 
53.57 53.57 
2.56 2.56 
57.99 
$10,985.99 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$10,985.99 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
730 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
POBox646 
rcabo,ID 83348 
Date of Service 
1/27/2015 
1/28/2015 
1/28/2015 
1/29/2015 
1/29/2015 
1/30/2015 
2/2/2015 
2/312015 
2/3/2015 
2/4/2015 
2/4/2015 
2/5/2015 
2/6/2015 
2/6/2015 
2/8/2015 
2/9/201 5 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
Payment due upon receipt 
e 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Trial preparation; Preparing witness questions 
Addressing Jeff Bragg deposition, email to Jeff Bragg re: 
deposition 
Calls with Bragg, client; Correspondence to Gudmestad, 
Miller, Braga; Reviewed exhibits for trial 
TIC to Jeff Bragg re: deposition 
Trial preparation, witness questions 
TIC and email correspondence wl Jeff Bragg re: deposition; 
review telephonic deposition issues 
TIC and email to opposing counsel re: Jeff Bragg deposition; 
draft notice of deposition; review depositions of Mel 
Davenport, Doug John, Aron Derbridge; review recording 
from meeting wl Jeff Bragg; draft questions for Jeff Bragg 
deposition 
TICs wl Jeff Bragg re: deposition; draft Notice of Vacating 
Deposition of Jeff Bragg; review case law re: farmer expert 
testimony 
Revised questions for client, Gudmestad: Drafted Voir Dire, 
Opening, Exhibits 
Draft bench memo re: farmer expert testimony; review 
depositions; draft questions for cross-exwnination 
Revised questions for Gudmestad; Issues for 
cross-examination; Trial preparation 
Review depositions/discovery, draft questions for cross exam 
(Davenport, Derbridge) 
Review deposition of D. John; draft questions for cross 
examination ofD. John 
Revised witness questions, exhibits 
Trial preparation; Witness questions 
Revise jury instructions; revise cross-examination questions for 
Derbridge, John; TIC w/ Jeff Bragg re: deposition; email to 
opp. counsel re: Jeff Bragg deposition; research re: mentioning 
interlocutory orders to jury, use of depositions in lieu live 
testimony. 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice #: 15182 
Invoice Date: 2/13/2015 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.8 285.00 798.00 
0.6 225.00 135.00 
2.0 285.00 570.00 
02 225.00 45.00 
2.9 285.00 826.50 
1.0 225.00 225.00 
6.5 225.00 1,462.50 
2.6 225.00 585.00 
6.7 285.00 1,909.50 
7.2 225.00 1,620.00 
2.7 285.00 769.50 
3.0 225.00 675.00 
3.2 225.00 720.00 
1.3 285.00 370.50 
3.6 285.00 1,026.00 
5.8 225.00 1,305.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
Page 1 731 
BmTo: 
Mark Johnson 
POBox646 I Picabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
2/9/2015 
2/10/2015 
2/10/2015 
2/1 I/2015 
2/12/2015 
2/12/2015 
2/12/2015 
Service Item 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
BR 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Prepared for Pre-Trial; Hearing in Hailey; Trial preparation-
voir dire, opening, closing 
T/C and email to Client re: AfI ofMJ; review seed invoices; 
draft Aff. ofMJ; review Braga disclosures; draft examination 
questions for Kelly Hyde and Larry Braga 
Revising M. Johnson questions, exhibits, Sunrain cross 
examination 
Review reports ofDrs. Secor and Gudmestad; draft cross 
examination questions for Dr. Secor 
Review seed billing; research re: prejudgment interest; prepare 
exhibits; review 2012 seed charges 
Research summaries of voluminous documents, best evidence 
rule and hearsay rules 
Revising exhibits, questions, closing, trial preparation 
Total 
Wit.liout limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 15182 
Invoice Date: 2/13/2015 
Matter 
00 I (Seed Potato Dispute} 
Hours Rate Amount 
5.6 285.00 1,596.00 
12 225.00 1,620.00 
2.3 285.00 655.50 
2.7 225.00 607.50 
5.4 225.00 1,215.00 
1.3 245.00 318.50 
2.6 285.00 741.00 
$19,796.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$19,796.00 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
2 
Bill To: 
Marie Johnson 
P0Box646 
IPicabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
2/13/2015 
2/13/2015 
2/13/2015 
2/15/2015 
2/16/2015 
2/16/2015 
2/17/2015 
2/17/2015 
2/17/2015 
2/18/2015 
2/18/2015 
2/19/2015 
2/20/2015 
2/20/2015 
2/20/2015 
2/21/2015 
2/22/2015 
Service Item 
BR 
BB 
ABW 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BR 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
BR 
ABW 
ABW 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Description 
Research foundational issues for summaries, invoices and 
weight tickets; draft questions concerning invoices and weight 
tickets 
Review AR/AP offset documents; draft statement of the case; 
conf. re: Jeff Bragg Depo, jlll)' instructions, verdict fonn; revise 
jlll)' instructions, trial questions for Mark Johnson; research re: 
litigation privilege, deposition when nondisclosure agreement 
Trial preparation; Questions for direct and cross-x; Revised 
jlll)' instructions, exhibits 
Trial preparation; Witness questions; IRE issues 
Prepare for Jeff Bragg deposition; revise deposition questions; 
Revised witness questions; Trial preparation; Opening/Closing 
Draft questions for expert witness; research confidentiality 
agreements and subpoenas; research unconscionability and 
ambiguity 
Trial preparation; witness questions; Voir Dire; Meeting with 
client 
Travel to Richland, WA. prepare/attend deposition of Jeff 
Bragg; Conf re: Jeff Bragg depo. 
Calls with client re: offer; Call with Gaflney 
T/C to Greg Ebe; Return travel from Richland, WA 
Review Defendant's exhibits; review original bill of 
ladings/weight tickets; prepare trial exhibits; research re: 
foundation for deposition testimony, hearsay 
Call with client; Voir dire revisions; Witness questions 
Research re: hearsay exceptions; draft affidavits of custodians 
of business records for ICIA and NDSU; TIC and email 
correspondence with ICIA and NDSU re: certification of 
business records; TIC to Acta Court Reporting re: Jeff Bragg 
deposition 
Review and revise affidavit of custodian of records 
Trial preparation; Reviewing exhibits, Revising questions for 
M. Johnson, Gudmestad 
Preparing cross-examination questions; Revising voir dire, 
opening; Reviewing depositions; Meeting with client 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 15289 
Invoice Date: 3/3/2015 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.4 245.00 588.00 
8.3 225.00 1,867.50 
6.1 285.00 1,738.50 
3.7 285.00 1,054.50 
5.5 225.00 1,237.50 
6.5 285.00 1,852.50 
2.4 245.00 588.00 
6.8 285.00 1,938.00 
11.3 225.00 2,542.50 
0.2 285.00 57.00 
6.5 225.00 1,462.50 
7.4 225.00 1,665.00 
3.4 285.00 969.00 
3.4 225.00 765.00 
0.3 245.00 73.50 
4.8 285.00 1,368.00 
82 285.00 2,337.00 
per annum. Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
733 
Bill To: 
Mark Johnson 
POBox646 
Pica.bo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
2/23/2015 
2/23/2015 
2/23/2015 
2/24/2015 
2/24/2015 
2/24/2015 
2/25/2015 
2/25/2015 
2/25/2015 
2/26/2015 
2/26/2015 
2/26/2015 
2/27/2015 
2/27/2015 
Service Item 
BR 
ABW 
BB 
BR 
ABW 
BB 
TR 
ABW 
BB 
TR 
ABW 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
Payment due upon receipt. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
226 Twin Falls, Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 107 
Description 
Research foundational requirements for opposing parties' 
affidavit 
Trial preparation; Reviewed/incorporated exhibits for 
testimony 
TIC w/ D. Boze at ICIA re: testing records; TIC w/ NDSU lab 
re: testing records; conf. re: trial prep; draft Notice oflntent to 
Produce Depo. Testimony; research re: warranty disclaimers on 
seed tagS; TIC w/ client re: exhibits; gather documents/files for 
trial; travel to Ketchum 
Research regarding business records exclusion to hearsay rule 
Trial preparation; Voir Dire, Opening, questions for M. 
Johnson; Trial preparation for following day; Meeting with 
Gudmestad 
Trial preparation; attend trial; review documents/exhibits re: 
yield per acre; meeting w/ Dr. Gudmestad; research re: 
deposition objections 
Research re implied warranties, waiver and disclaimer of 
warranties via certification 
Trial preparation; Direct examination of M. Johnson, 
Gudmestad, reading of J. Bragg deposition; Preparation of 
questions for following day of trial 
Trial preparation; attend trial 
Researching adding claim of punitive damages after close of 
evidence 
Preparation and questions at trial for Derbidge, Swenson, and 
John; Jury lnstruction conference; Revising questions for 
Secor, Preparing Closing Argument 
Trial preparation; attend trial; conf. re: jury instructions w/ 
court and opp. counsel; revise proposed jury instructions; 
research re: directed verdict; remititur/additur 
Revising Closing; Trial time and examination of Secor, 
Derbidge; Closing argument; Addressed Jury lnstructions; 
Verdict 
Trial preparation; attend trial; attend jury verdict; travel to 
Twin Falls 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 15289 
Invoice Date: 3/3/2015 
Matter 
001 (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
0.3 245.00 73.50 
8.3 285.00 2,365.50 
10.3 225.00 2,317.50 
0.1 24S.00 24.50 
12.7 285.00 3,619.50 
13.3 225.00 2,992.50 
0.4 225.00 90.00 
13.6 285.00 3,876.00 
8.5 225.00 1,912.50 
0.7 225.00 157.50 
12.5 285.00 3,562.50 
13. l 225.00 2,947.50 
8.8 285.00 2,508.00 
11.l 225.00 2,497.50 
per annum. I Payments/Credits 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due have not yet been billed. 
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BiUTo: 
Mark Johnson 
POBox646 
IPicabo, ID 83348 
Date of Service 
3/2/2015 
3/2/2015 
3/3/2015 
2/20/2015 
2/24/2015 
2/25/2015 
2/25/2015 
Service Item 
BB 
ABW 
BB 
Expenses 
Payment due upon receipt 
WRIGHT BROTHERS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Box 226 • Twin Falls, Idaho• 83303-0226 
Phone: 208 - 7 3107 
Fax: 20 
Description 
Conf. re: judgment, post-judgment motions; draft Order on 
Verdict, Judgment; research re: prejudgment interest 
Call with client; Addressed pre-judgment interest issues 
Research re: prejudgment interest; memorandum of 
costs/attorney fees; analyze contract, weight tickets, payments, 
and invoices for computation of prejudgment interest; 
draft/revise Motion for Pre-Judgment Interest 
Travel Expense for deposition 
Deposition Fees: J. Bragg (MJOH) 
Westlaw Database Search Fees 
Copies 
Total Reimbursable Expenses 
Total 
Without limiting the foregoing, any past due amounts will bear interest at 12% 
Invoice 
Invoice#: 15289 
Invoice Date: 3/3/2015 
Matter 
00 I (Seed Potato Dispute) 
Hours Rate Amount 
2.8 225.00 630.00 
0.8 285.00 228.00 
6.7 225.00 1,507.50 
174.03 174.03 
832.15 832.15 
167.39 167.39 
141.68 141.68 
1,315.25 
$54,729.25 
per annum. Payments/Credits -$54,729.25 
This invoice may not include items such as copies, filing fees, etc. for which we 
Balance Due $0.00 have not yet been billed. 
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EXHIBIT B 
Expert Witness Report 
Silver Creek Seed, LLC v. Sunrain Potato Varieties, LLC 
Jeffrey Scott Miller 
Originally issued May 19, 2014 
Updated October 22, 2014 
I was contacted to give an opinion on whether Sunrain was the source of bacterial ring rot found 
in 84180 and Rumba potato varieties that were delivered from Sunrain to Silver Creek F anns. I 
reviewed exhibits in May 2014 and issued a preliminary opinion on May 19, 2014. In October 
2014 I received additional infonnation in the fonn of a factual background report where new 
information was provided as citations from the depositions of Dough John and Aron Derbridge. 
Based on this evidence, it is my professional opinion that with a reasonable degree of 
professional certainty that Sunrain delivered potatoes to Silver Creek Farms that were already 
infected with Clavibacter michiganensis subsp. ·sepedonicus. 
Exhibit A shows that lot# 83120025, variety 84180 raised by Mark Johnson at Silver Creek 
Farms tested positive for Clavibacter michiganensis subs. sepedoni.cus (hereafter abbreviated as 
CMS). This testing was done by the Idaho Crop Improvement Association using ELISA testing 
IF A staining and PCR testing. PCR testing was done using CelA primers, Mills primers, and 
melt curve analysis. This test was conducted on 1500 potato tuber cores that were shipped on 
April 3, 2013. 
CMS is a tuber borne bacteria which is spread primarily during seed cutting.and planting.1 The 
bacterium can survive on storage walls, equipment, trucks and bags for up to five years. The 
bacterium is not known to survive in soil. 
1 Baer, D. and Gudmestad, N.C. Bacterial Ring Rot. Pages 9-10 in Compendium of Potato Diseases, 2nd ed. W. R 
Stevenson, R. Loria, G.D. Franc, and D.P. Weingartner, eds. APS Press, 2001. 
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at Farms came 
was on at 
(Exhibit C). While the extent of CMS on Ebe Farms is unknown, this detection indicates that 
CMS was present in the Ebe Farm system in 2011. Variety 84180 seed was raised on Ebe Farms 
during the 2010 growing season. lt is possible that equipment located at Ebe Farms was 
contaminated with CMS and that this contaminated equipment was the source of the CMS for the 
84180 seed which would eventually make its way to Silver Creek Farms. 
If the 84180 seed raised in Nevada during 2011 was infected with CMS at low levels, it may not 
have been detected by visual evaluation of the seed or the plants grown from that seed. CMS 
infection can be latent in potato tubers and not show any visible symptoms.2 The contaminated 
84180 seed would have then produced i~cted daughter tubers that were transferred to Silver 
Creek Farms. According to Mark Johnson, some of the 84180 seed had been planted late and the 
daughter tubers were harvested late. As a result, frost damage was experienced and some of the 
tubers arrived in a compromised condition at Silver Creek Farms. The poor condition of the seed 
arriving at Silver Creek Farms would have made it more difficult to see symptoms of bacterial 
ring rot, if present. 
The positive CMS detection on Ebe Farms was with the Chieftain variety. Sunrain purchased 
Chieftain seed from Ebe Farms. Even if the Chieftain from Ebe is not the same as the lot which 
was confirmed positive for CMS, it would have been exposed to the same equipment. Sun.rain 
handled that Chieftain seed along with other seed lots in 2011. Some of this handling, including 
cutting, was done by third parties (Karren and McFarland). The cutting operation would have 
spread CMS to other lots (such as 84180) which were cut by Karren and/or McFarland. A seed 
lot of variety Mariette potatoes grown by Karren subsequently tested positive for CMS in the 
winter of 2013. This indicates that CMS could have been spread among lots handled by Karren. 
One commonality between the positive find of at Ebe Farms and in a seed lot handled by Karren 
is Sunrain. Sun.rain received potatoes from Ebe Farms and used Karren as third party for some 
cutting and handling. 
The data available to date do not support Silver Creek Fanns as being the source of CMS. Silver 
Creek planted six different varieties from May 11-21 in 2012: Laura, Annabelle, Allians, .. 
Carrera. 84180, and Rumba (in that order). The Laura, Annabelle, Allians, and Carrera were 
determined to be free of CMS as determined by a PCR test of two 2200 tuber samples (Exhibits 
Hand I). If the equipment or machinery at Silver Creek Farms had been the source of CMS, 
then these varieties should have become infected. 
CMS was detected in 84180 and Rumba and these were the last two varieties planted. If 84180 
had been infected with CMS upon receipt at Silver Creek Farms, then the CMS would have been 
transmitted to Rumba. This was apparently the case as determined by positive detections on both 
84180 and Rumba by North Dakota State University (Exhibit I). 
2 Manzer, F.E., Gudmestad, N.C., and Nelson, G.A. 1987. Factors affecting infection, disease development and 
symptom expression of bacterial ring rot Am. Potato J. 64:671-675. 
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cellar is 
Rumba. were 
Granola and A!lians should have been infected. Cellar 25 had 
Sunra.in potatoes in the last 6 years according to Mark Johnson. 
PCR testing by Agdia (1500 tuber cores for 84180 and 2200 tuber cores for Rumba) returned 
negative results (Exhibit H). However, a negative result does not necessarily mean that the 
sample is pathogen-free. Not all PCR primers are equally sensitive. The PCR testing performed 
at NDSU utilized the CelA primer set which has been proven to be the most sensitive PCR 
primer set currently available. 3 I requested information from Agdia on the primer set they used 
and received the following answer: 
" ... our test does not target any particular gene (endoglucanase CelA), nor does it use the 
Cms50/72a primers described by Gudmest.ad et a.11 (2009). The primers and probe target specific 
intergenic regions of the Cms genome. However, much like the CelA Real-time assay, our test 
has been shown to detect 1 infected tuber core in a lot of200 cores." 
The CelA primers utilized by NDSU were able to detect one infected tuber core in a lot of 400. 
Agdia did not use the most sensitive technique and may have missed a low level of infection. 
The PCR test is more sensitive than an ELISA test Sunrain had 400 tubers tested for CMS using 
ELISA during the spring of 2012 (Exhfbit K). However, the ELISA test is not as sensitive as a 
PCR test A negative from the 400 tuber ELISA test is not definitive proof that CMS is not 
present. 4 Tests utilizing larger sample numbers are more likely to detect CMS infections. 
In summary, the linkage with Sunrain to Ebe Farms and Karren/McFarland, coupled with the 
positive detection of CMS at Ebe Farms and Karren provides a likely explanation for the source 
of CMS in the seed delivered from Sunrain to Silver Creek Farms. These facts, coupled with 
nature of the CMS detections at Silver Creek Fanns show to a reasonable degree of certainty that 
Silver Creek was not the source of the CMS. For these reasons, it my professional opinion with 
a reasonable degree of professional certainty that Sunrain delivered potatoes infected with CMS 
to Silver Creek Fanns. I reserve the right to modify the opinions provided here in the case that 
additional information is discovered or presented at a later time. 
3 Gudmestad, N.C., Mallik, 1., Pasche, J.S., Anderson, N.R., and Kinzer, K. 2009. A real-time PCR assay fur the 
detection of Clavib~ter michiganensis subsp. sepedonicus based on the eeUulase A gene sequence. Plant Disease 
93:649-659. 
4 Gudmestad, N.C., Mallik, I., Pasche, J.S., Anderson, N.:R., and Kinzer, K.· 2009. A real-time PCR assay fur the 
detection of Clavibacter michiganensis subsp. sepedonicus based on the cellulase A gene sequence. Plant Disease 
93:649-659. 
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1.5 
1 
4 
2 
Date: 
Invoice it: 
To: Wright Brothers Law Office 
c/o Andrew Wright 
Remit to: Miller Research 
1175 E 800 N 
Rupert, ID 83350 
May 9: document review; phone call $ 150.00 
May 17: document review $ 150.00 
May 19: document review and report preparation $ 150.00 
May 20: document review and report preparation $ 150.00 
Subtotal 
Make all checks payable to Miller Research LLC 
426 East 200 North; Rapert ID; 83350 
Phone: (20S) 531-5124; Email: jeff@millerresearch.com 
Thank you for the opportanil:y to work together! 
Total 
May 30, 2ffl4 
14-WB--01 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
225.00 
150.00 
600.00 
300.00 
1,275.00 
1,275.00 
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EXHIBIT C 
------ ---- -·· ···· -- ·· -·---_---=::::O== .. - _-  --_-___ -_  -__ ___ _,,G.- - --_-__ -_-_- -_-___ -__ -___  -__ 
ACCO U G 
& /A. 0 '1 I $ C P. ~- S E R V I C: ·e; 5 I .,,. C: , 
October 24, 2014 
Wright Brother Law Office, PLLC 
POBox.226 
T\.vin Falls. ID 83303 
Re: Silver·Creek Seed, LL-C v. Sunrain Potato Varieties, l.L-C 
Gentlemen, 
Attached ,vith this letter is the Damage AnaJysisl have p~.wired based upon the infoIIIl(ition, you 
have provided to me as supplied ,in Exhibits A- Q'. 
This-analysis consists offi:ve parts :which.are 5\1.mmarized below.: 
l. Contract Price for the Potatoes; This consists of potatoes delivered times the·price agreed. 
2. ·lab· Testing Costs: This are thexosts incurred .as the result of :finding _bact~al .:riI)g rot 
.and estimated. future-.costs present valued. 
:3. :Disinfecting Costs; This -consist of the labor· incurred ;and mat.eri.als used lo disinfect 
4, · ·Carey Cellars; 1bis consists or the·-:future-rental costs -on eella.rs-co:ntmcted that are no 
longer-available for potato storage:present valued. this:assumes the :storage co$8 cannot 
be·mitigated through leasing foI other Jjaqloses 
.-5. . PaYIJlents Receivea by-Si}ver:Creek; "Detailed -here are the payments received for potato 
sales. 
In the-calculation o'f the.p:resentvalue of.futar:e·sums.a:NefB.isccn,mting Method rate of3% 'W.SS 
used. Net Discounting.consists-of an analysis-ofa:fixed_perio-d of.safe investment:rates (many 
use 20 y~ :treasw:ybonds) less inflatioJ:!..for 'tb.e·same·peri.od,. lii$wrica:Qy .this has netted a rate 
of 3-4% .for i:liscounting purposes. Recentty·however tliisrate,has trended-.lower even in the .l-
2% range. The· 10\\1er the rate;the more beneficial it is to .the :plaintift: at least in i:b.is case. In 
order to pro..vide,a more c~erv~tive:numbed..haire-used the 3o/o rate-whicil+J>rovi~ ~ 
damages forthe.b~e:fit:ofthe plaintiff. 
The sum ofitems 14 less item '5. are the damages to Silver Creek Seed, LLC as 'thet.eSJJlt 
bacterial ring rot.infection and nets to $952;994~21. · 
This report was:pr<:;pareq.· by me ~g the _Idaho stand of r~onable certaj.nt;y .. 
Should youhave.an,y questions, please let me know 
. 864 Filar Avenue .. P ;O. Box 1292·• Twin --i=a11s, ID B3B03 .. 208-733-47.-SO .. -Fax- 20B-733-47S7 
:WWW:Hfah.ocpa;COn't 
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Price 
Variety 
G3 Luara 
G3 Allians 
G3 Red Fantasy 
03 Red Fantasy 
G3Annabe1Je 
G2 Red Fanmsy 
02 Luara 
G2 Annabelle 
G2 Carrero 
G3 84180 
G3 &4180 
G,3Rumba 
P.omtoes 
C\VT Prior tc 
Sarlini:: by Sm 
10,294.00 
U,079.80 
2,7S4.60 
1,279.20 
B,825:60 
8;492.80 
9,828.20 
1;,589.00 
535.00 
2,854.40 
5,5156.80 
1.,794,60 
Lab Testing:C<>Sts 
·Ll'lbor for collecting core samples 
Materials .for collectitig c.ore .snmples 
Shipping charges · 
iestii:ig coses 
·Present value orfurure annWll.testing costs 
(SI 5,000.00 peryear x:5 years) 
lll!iinTecling Costs 
Labor.jor disinfetjing 
Disinfecting·.materials-and'equipmcnt 
Carey Cellar:s 
'Present value ar .ful:ure;StOra_ge·ren.tal and 
propeny taxes. (15,000 MnuallypltJs 
mxes 2.532.1'2:forfivesem) 
Payments Received by Sllvei-Crcek 
Date. P..ayor 
1t25/2013 Sunrain 
2/8/20 I3. Sunrnin 
2122/2013 Sumain 
5/3/20 I3 .Sunmin 
'5/14/2013 Sunrain 
[DAGOld 
r,ud-l'lRotl,; 
CWT 
$13.50 
Sil.SO 
$14.SO 
$14.SO 
n:tso 
$25.00 
$25.00 
$25.00 
$2ii.OO 
$14.50 
$14.50 
$l4.S0 
Total = 
= 
= 
= 
Total = 
Description· 
.Deposit 
Red ·Fantasy 
Red Fantasy 
Red Fanr;asy, 84H!O 
Deposit 
Cattle Feed 
Total 
= 
Total'Reeeiv.cd-:by-Bilvcr'Crcek. i= 
NetOwlng til Sllver,Cnek = 
Contract Price 
S138,969.00 
$149,577.30 
SJ9,94l.70 
:$18,548.40 
SI 19,145.60 
$212,320.00 
$245,705.00 
.$39,72.5..00 
SlJ,375.00 
$41.388.80 
$.80. 718·.60 
S40,52l.70 
Sl,139,93UO 
85,284.66 
SJ91J3 
.Sl,3'16.09 
SI2.072.47 
$68,695.61 
S87, '?5.9.96 
SI !,602.38 
S'J2.60l.14 
524,203.52 
SS0,29.1.98 
St.332,191.55 
P..ayment Amount 
. $96,528,00 
$5,522.40 
$4,299.60 
$72,519.00 
$175,000.00 
$25,328.34 
:S:379,197.34 
-S379,197.34 
PO Box 1292 * 864 Filer Avenue 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Phone (208) 733-4730"' Fax (208) 733-4737 
www.idahocpa.com 
Wright Brothers Law Office, PLLC 
re: Silver Creek Seed, LLC 
PO Box 226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0226 
Invoice No.: 411049156 
Date: 1111012014 
Client No.: 02215 
Due Date: 12110/14 
For professional services rendered: 
10/22/2014 Litigation Support Services Braga 1.50 $ 
Meeting with Andy regarding Silver Creek Seed and 
copy data on lost profits for Andy and fmward 
10/23/2014 Litigation Support Services Braga 0.20 
Send file various ways to Andy for lost profits 
10/23/2014 Litigation Support Services Braga 0.30 
Start on anlaysis and call from Andy to not do lost profits 
10/23/2014 Litigation Support Services Knerler 0.40 
Download tax returns and remove passwords 
10/24/2014 Litigation Support Services Braga 0.10 
Start on document review 
10/24/2014 Litigation Support Services Braga 2.60 
Finalize first report draft 
10/27/2014 Litigation Support Services Braga 0.40 
Finish letter and calculations 
Current Amount Due 
Prior Balance 
Total Amount Due $ 
345.00 
46.00 
69.00 
38.00 
23.00 
598.00 
92.00 
1,211.00 
0.00 
j 211 .QQ 
O - 30 31- 60 61 - 90 91 -120 Over 120 Balance 
1,211.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,211.00 
You can pay using your VISA, Mastercard, Discover, or American Express. A finance charge of 11/2% (annual 
percentage rate of 18%) or a maximum allowed by law will be charged on all accounts 30 days past due. 
We guarantee our service - if you are not delighted, let us know. 
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EXHIBIT D 
Submitted 
was Silver Creek Sunrain Potato 
Varieties, LLC lawsuit. I have been retained by Silver Creek Seed, LLC to opine as to the source of the 
bacterial ring rot infection experienced on their seed potato farm in the production of their 2012 seed 
crop. 
ln preparation of th!s preliminary report l have reviewed numerous documents associated with this 
lawsuit including, but not limited to: North American Certified Seed Potato Health Certificate, crop year 
2010, issued by the Washington State Department of Agriculture for variety A84180-8 produced by Ebe 
Farms, LLC; North American Certified Seed Potato Health Certificate, crop year 2011, issued by the 
Nevada State Department of Agriculture for variety A8418Q..8 and Chieftain produced by Sunrain Potato 
Varieties, LLC; various documents with bacterial ring rot testing results produced by the Idaho Crop 
Improvement Association, Agdia, NDSU Plant Diagnostic Lab, and the Idaho State Department of 
Agriculture; applications for plant propagation and certification for the state of Washington; Silver Creek 
Seed, LLC cellar maps for 2011 and 2012; Silver Creek Seed, LLC invoices; Federal-State seed grade 
inspections reports from the state. of Idaho In 2012; and the depositions of Melvin Davenport, Aron 
Derbridge, and Doug John. 
Additionally, I am relying on my 37 years of potato pathology experience in which I have worked 
intimately with the seed potato industry while employed by the North Dakota State Seed Department 
and North Dakota State University as well as my 30 years of experience doing research on bacterial ring 
rot. 
Relevant Facts 
Bacterial ring rot (BRR) is caused by the gram positive bacterium Clavlbc,cter mlchiganensis ssp. 
sepedonicus (Cms). This bacterium infects the xylem vascular tissue of potato plants where it causes a 
wilt of above ground plant tissues and a rot of potato tubers. Cms is spread easily during seed cutting 
and handling practices and is capable of rapid and dramatic increases in incidence and severity causing 
significant losses in the commercial and seed potato industries. As a direct result, BRR is a zero tolerance 
disease, meaning no level of the disease is permitted In certified seed potatoes. The persistence of BRR 
in the US potato industry is exacerbated by the fact that the disease is difficult to detect during field 
inspections of seed potato fields due to the ability of Cms to remain symptomless, or latent, for 2-3 
years after infection. The ring rot bac.terium is also capable of surviving on potato production surfaces 
for an extended period of time, making disinfection of all potato storages and equipment imperative for 
control of the disease. ems is not capable of surviving In soil for any extended period of time. !n other 
words, it is not a soil borne pathogen. 
Silver Creek Seed, LLC had BRR detected on their farm in 2012 in two potato varieties, A84180-8 and 
Rumba. This was the first time that BRR had been detected in any seed lot grown by Silver Creek Seed, 
LLC. The seed of A84180-8 and Rumba had been grown by Sunrain Potato Varieties, lLC in the state of 
746 
Nevada in 2011. This either 
the grown 
potatoes grown by Chris Karren tested positive 
Issues That Require An Expert Opinion 
I have been asked by legal counsel for Sliver Creek Seed, LLC to opine on the following issues: 
1} Was Ebe Farms or the cutting of potatoes for Nevada the likely source of the BRR in Silver Creek 
Seed's A84180-8 and Rumba? 
It is highly probable that either Ebe Farms, LLC in Washington or the cutting of seed at Chris 
Karren's farm were the source of Cms and BRR in Silver Creek Seed's A84180-8 and Rumba seed 
potatoes. Since Ebe Farms, LLC had BRR detected in the 2011 they are the most probable 
source of the Cms infection. However, since the seed was cut by Chris Karren who had BRR 
detected in a seed lot in the winter of 2013, this potential source of Cms cannot be completely 
dismissed. 
2) Was Silver Creek Seed's Cellar 26 the source of the bacterial ring rot in Silver Creek's A84180-8 
and Rumba? 
It is highly unlikely that Cellar 26 was the source of BRR In the Silver Creek Seed's A84180-8 and 
Rumba seed sources. Although seed potatoes of these two potato varieties were stored in this 
cellar, so were many other varieties which have not had BRR detected In them. Furthermore, 
these bins were cleaned and disinfected prior to having seed potatoes placed in them and they 
have not had potatoes stored in them for over six years. Finally, 1500 tubers of A84180-8 were 
tested in eight sub-samples (7- 200 tuber cores and 1-100 tuber core sub-sample) by the NDSU 
Plant Diagnostic Lab in April, 2013. All eight subsamples tested positive for Cms, indicating a 
very high level of infection. It is improbable that this high infection rate could have originated 
from contamination from a storage wall or floor. 
3} Was Silver Creek Seed's cutter or planter the source of the BRR in Sliver Creek Seed's A84180-8? 
There is no evidence to suggest that the Sliver Creek Seed farm has ever had BRR prior to 2012. 
Each piece of equipment was thoroughly cleaned, steamed and disinf~cted prior to use. 
Furthermore, Cms was not detected in any variety or seed lot planted prior to the A84180-8 
seed lot during post-harvest laboratory testing. So it is improbable that the cutter or the planter 
were the source of Cms in the AB4180-8 seed potatoes. 
4) Was Silver Creek Seed's field the source of the BRR in Sliver Creek Seed's A84180-8 and Rumba? 
As oreiv1cms11v 1n1r11c:::it~t1. Cms is not a borne n:ot·h'"''""'"' 
that grew the nn1~"'1",,o.:: 
Was Sliver Seed's 
A84.180-8 and Rumba? 
There is no evidence to suggest that the Sliver Creek Seed farm has ever had BRR. Furthermore, 
each piece of equipment was thoroughly cleaned, steamed and disinfected prior to use. The 
A84180-8 seed lot was har,;ested towards the end of harvest in 2012. All other varieties and 
seed lots harvested prior to tile A84180-8 seed lot tested negative for Cms during post-harvest 
lab testing. So It is improbable that the harvester was the source of ems in the A84180-8 seed 
potatoes. 
6) Was Sliver Creek Seed's Cellar 25 the source of the BRR in Silver Creek Seed's A84180-8 and 
Rumba? 
Prior to storing the .0.84180-8 and Rumba seed lots in Cellar 25, the walls, floors, and plenums 
were thoroughly cleaned and disinfected. Additionally, there is no evidence to suggest that 
Sliver Creek Seed, LLC has ever had BRR prior to growing Sunrain Potato Varieties, LLC seed 
potatoes in 2012. 
7} What is the probability that ELISA testing using a 400 tuber sample would fail to detect BRR in 
infected potatoes? 
ELISA has been demonstrated to be a poor laboratory method for the detection of Cms due to a 
lack of sensitivity (see Gudmestad, et al. 2009. Plant Disease 93:649-659}. Even if it were 100% 
efficient and sensitive, there would be 67% probability of erroneous acceptance that the seed 
.lot was negative for ems and BRR based on such a small sample size (400 tubers) assuming a 
Cms infection rate of 0.1%, which is a scientifically reasonable infection level to assume based 
on the literature. 
8) What is the probability that a visual inspection would fail to detect BRR in Infected potatoes? 
As previously stated, but to the latent and proclivity of this bacterium to remain symptomless In 
potatoes for 2-3 years after infection, it is highly improbable that field inspections will' detect 
BRR visually. I am unaware of any visual detection of BRR during certified seed potato field 
inspections in the US over the past decade. 
9) What is the probability that PCR testing using two 2200 tuber samples would fail to detect BRR 
in infected potatoes? 
748 
'"'"''"""''""' to assume based 
would be detected in a seed lot using 2200 
pathogen.. 
Conclusion 
With reasonable scientific certainty, it is In my opinion that the A84180-8 seed lot Silver Creek 
Seed, , obtained from Sunrain Potato Varieties, LLC, that Sliver Creek Seed planted in 2012 was 
Infected with Cms at the time it arrived on their farm and was placed in Cellar 26. 
I reserve the right to revise this expert report if new information comes to light. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Neil C. Gudmestad, PhD 
15513:zt'ID STREET SOUTH,# 
FARGO, ND 58103 USA 
Date of Invoice: October 31, 2014 
Billed To: 
Wright Brothers Law Office, PLLC 
1166 Eastland Drive North 
P.O.Box226 
Twin Falls, ID 833303-0226 
ATTENTION: Andrew Wright 
Professional Services Rendered: 
lhis invoice is for professional services that I provided in the month of October 
for the Silver Creek Seed, LLC v. Sunrain Potato Varieties, LLC legal action. Those 
services include reviewing correspondence from A. Wright and attachments dated 
October 14 regarding updated fa,;tual information (2.25 hr); reviewing the depositions of 
Melvin Davenport, Aron Derbridge, and Doug John (4.25 hr); and preparation ofa draft 
expert report (2. 75 hr) and a phone conversation with A. Wright on October 23 (O.S hr). 
Total of Professional Services: 
Please Remit To: 
9.75 hr@$350/hr= 
TOTAL DUE 10/31/14= 
Neil C. Gudmesta~ Ph.D. 
1551 32°d Street South 
Unit#205 
Fargo, ND 58103 USA 
$3,412.50 
$3,412.50 
Any questions regarding this invoice, please call 70 l. 730.3843 or email n gwimestad@hotmajl.com. 
750 
001-0227 
Date of Invoice: February 2015 
Billed To: 
Wright Brothers Law Office, PLLC 
1166 EastlaJ1d Dri·ve 1'Jorth 
P.O. Box 226 
Twin Falls, ID 833303-0226 
ATTENTION: Andrew Wright 
Professional Services Rendered: 
This invoice is for professional services provided in the month of February preparing for 
and providing testimony in the Silver Creek Seed, LLC v. Sun.rain Potato Varieties, LLC legal 
action. Those services include reviewing all relevant litigation information that I have received 
from A.Wright in addition to reviewing all pertinent BRR publications on February 21 (3.75 hr), 
February 22 (4.25 hr) and February 23 (3.5 hr) in preparation for my testimony on February 25. 
Professional services also include three days (February 24-26) in which I traveled to and from the 
trial held in Hailey, ID, including the day I testified. This invoice all includes all itemized 
expenses associated with my travel to and from the trial. Electronic copies of all receipts are 
attached to this invoice. Please note that despite what was said in the trial by opposing counsel, 
my professional time for litigation is $350/hr and $3,500/day as per our agreement and previous 
invoices, which is also consistent with my previous litigation work. 
Total of Professional Services: 
11.5 hr@$350/hr= 
3 days @ $3,500= 
Airfare= 
Lodging= 
Car Rental= 
Misc. Expenses (airport parking, meals, gas, etc)= 
TOTAL DUE 2/27/15= 
Please Remit To: 
Neil C. Gudmestad, Ph.D. 
1551 32nd Street South 
Unit# 205 
Fargo, ND 58103 USA 
$ 4,025.00 
$10,500.00 
$ 1,565.20 
$ 686.20 
$ 232.54 
$ 133.09 
$17,142.03 
Any questions regarding this invoice, please call 701.730.3843 or email n gudmestad@hotmail.com. 
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Box226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Telephone No. (208) 107 
Facsimile No. (208) 733-1669 
e-mail: A Wright@WrightBrothersLaw.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff7Counterdefendant 
N 1 9 
\ 2015 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
Court Blaine Co. , ltiaho 
IN THE DISTR1CT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STAIB OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC. an Idaho 
funited liability company. 
Plaintiffi'Counterdefendant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES, LLC, a Delaware ) 
limited liability company, ) 
Defe:odant/Counte:rclai.mant. 
) 
) 
Case No. CV~2013-644 
NOTICE OF BEARING 
(Motion and Memorandum of Costs and 
Attorney Fees) 
C01v1ES NOW PlaintiffYCounterdefendant Silver Creek Seed, LLC, by and through its 
attorney of record, Andrew B. Wright of Wright Brothers Law Office, PLLC, and hereby 
provides notice that on April 13, 2015, at 2:30 p.m. in the District Courtroom at the Blaine 
County Courthouse, HmJey, Idaho, the Plaintiff/Counterdefendant Silver Creek Seed, LLC's 
Motion and Memorandum of Costs and Attorney Fees will be heard before the Honorable Robert 
J. Elgee. 
NOTICE OF HEARING • l • 
Andre . Wright 
Attorn ys for Plainti:ff/Counterdefendruit 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Andrew B. Wright, a resident attorney of the State ofldaho, hereby certifies that on the 
Z!:j. day of March, 2015, he served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document 
upon the following: · 
Michael D. Gaffney 
BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY P.A. 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404-7495 
NOTICE OF HEARING - 2 -
J><r U.S. Mail, postage prepaid [ 1 Express Mail 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[ ] Facsimile- (208) 529-9732 
~E-mail 
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2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404-7495 
Telephone: (208) 523-5171 
Facsimile: (208) 529-9732 
Email: gaffney@beardstclair.com 
javondet@beardstclair.com 
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaimant/ Appellant 
APR O 2 2015 
JoLynn Drage, Clerk District 
court Blaine Coun Idaho 
DISTRICT COURT FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
BLAINE COUNTY IDAHO 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant/Respondent, 
vs. 
Case No.: CV-2013-644 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES LLC, a Delaware NOTICE OF APPEAL 
limited liability company, 
Defendants/Counterclaimant/ Appellant. 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT, SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, AND 
THE PARTY'S ATTORNEYS, ANDREW B. WRIGHT OF WRIGHT 
BROTHERS LAW OFFICE, PLLC, 1166 EASTLAND DRIVE NORTH, P.O. BOX 
226, TWIN FALLS, ID 83303-0226, AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE 
ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above named appellant, Sunrain Varieties LLC, appeals against the above 
named respondents to the Idaho Supreme Court from the final judgment, entered 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appeal orders under and 
pursuant to Rule l l(a)(l) of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal which the appellant intends to 
assert in the appeal are as follows: 
1. The district court erred in granting the Silver Creek Seed, LLC's motion 
for partial summary judgment in June 2014; 
2. The district court erred in striking the affidavits of Aron Derbidge and 
Lisa Swenson in June 2014; 
3. The district court erred in denying Sunrain Varieties LLC's motion for 
reconsideration in September 2014; 
4. The district court erred in admitting hearsay testimony, over Sunrain 
Varieties LLC's objections, pertaining to the presence of bacterial ring rot 
on Ebe Farms; 
5. The district court erred by excluding evidence of Idaho Crop Improvement 
Association tags that are attached to all loads of seed potatoes sold within 
the state of Idaho, including rulings by the Court excluding evidence 
concerning disclaimers of warranties and limitations of remedies; 
6. The district court erred by failing to instruct the jury as to modification of 
contracts as requested by Sunrain Varieties LLC; 
8. The district court erred in failing to account for the contractually agreed 
rate of interest of 18% per annum when calculating the amount to be 
awarded to Su..'1fain Varieties LLC on the com1terclaim for breach of 
contract against Silver Creek Seed, LLC; 
9. The district court erred in instructing the jury at trial that Sunrain Varieties 
LLC had accepted all of the potatoes that did not test positive for bacterial 
ring rot; and, 
10. The district court erred by instructing the jury as to latent defects under the 
Uniform Commercial Code. 
4. No present order has been entered sealing all or any portion of the record. 
5. A reporter's transcript is requested. The appellant requests the preparation of the 
following portion of the reporters' transcript in electronic format. The Court 
Reporter for these proceedings is Susan Israel: 
l. June 30, 2014 hearing on Silver Creek Seed, LLC's Amended Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment and Motion to Strike, court reporter Susan P. 
Israel, estimated number of pages is less than 100; 
2. September 15, 2014 hearing on Sunrain Varieties LLC's Motion to 
Reconsider, including the Court's oral order deciding the pending 
motions, court reporter Susan P. Israel, estimated number of pages is less 
than 100; and, 
given the district court but excluding the opening statements and 
closing arguments of counsel, court reporter Susan P. Israel. 
6. The appellant requests the follo\.ving documents to be included in the clerk's 
record in addition to those automatically included under Rule 28 of the Idaho 
Appellate Rules: 
1. All requested and given jury instructions; 
2. The deposition of Jeff Bragg; 
3. All exhibits offered or admitted at trial; 
4. Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed June 2, 2014; 
5. Notice of Hearing, filed June 2, 2014; 
6. Amended Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed June 3, 2014; 
7. Notice of Hearing, filed June 3, 2014; 
8. Affidavit of Aron Derbidge, filed June 16, 2014; 
9. Affidavit of Lisa Swenson, filed June 16, 2014; 
10. Memorandum in Opposition to Amended Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment, filed June 16, 2014; 
11. Affidavit of Andrew B. Wright in Support of Reply Memorandum in 
Support of Amended Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed June 
23, 2014; 
12. Motion to Strike, filed June 23, 2014; 
13. Notice of Hearing, filed June 23, 2014; 
5. Affidavit of Mark Johnson in Support of Reply to Sunrain Varieties, 
LLC's Opposition to Summary Judgment, filed June 25, 2014; 
16. Motion to Strike Affidavits of ft,.ndrew B. Wright and Mark Johnson and 
to Shorten Time, filed June 27, 2014; 
17. Objection to Order on Plaintiff's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, 
filed July 16, 2014; 
18. Notice of Hearing, filed July 23, 2014; 
19. Order on Plaintiffs Amended Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, 
filed July 23, 2014; 
20. Notice of Hearing, filed July 25, 2014; 
21. Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Motion to Reconsider, filed July 25, 
2014; 
22. Motion to Reconsider, filed July 25, 2014; 
23. Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider, filed July 25, 2014; 
24. Notice of Hearing, filed July 28, 2014; 
25. Second Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed July 28, 2014; 
26. Memorandum in Support of Second Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment, filed July 28, 2014; 
27. Affidavit of Mark Johnson in Support of Second Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment, filed July 28, 2014; 
28. Notice of Hearing, filed August 8, 2014; 
31. Second Affidavit of Counsel in Opposition to Plaintiffs Second Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment and in Support of Motion for 
Reconsideration, filed, September 2, 2014; 
32. Defendant's Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs Second Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment and Supplemental Memorandum in Support of 
Motion for Reconsideration, filed September 2, 2014; 
33. Reply Memorandum in Support of Second Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment, filed September 8, 2014; 
34. Objection and Memorandum in Opposition to Sunrain's Motion to 
Reconsider, filed September 10, 2014; 
35. Defendant's Reply Memorandum in Support of Motion for 
Reconsideration, filed September 15, 2014; 
36. Order on Pending Motions, filed September 26, 2014; 
37. Motion for Prejudgment Interest, filed March 5, 2015; 
38. Order on Directed Verdict, filed March 13, 2015; 
39. Order on verdict offset and prejudgment interest, filed March 13, 2015; 
40. Judgment, filed March 13, 2015; 
41. Defendant's Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Prejudgment 
Interest; filed March 17, 2015; 
42. Motion and Memorandum of Costs and Attorney Fees, filed March 19, 
2015; 
of Hearing, March 24, 201 
45. Objection to Plaintiff's Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs, filed March 
31, 2015; and, 
46. Motion to Disallow Costs and Attorney Fees, filed March 31, 2015. 
7. The appellant requests the following documents, charts, or pictures offered or 
admitted as exhibits to be copied and sent to the Supreme Court: 
1. All exhibits offered or admitted during trial. 
8. I certify: 
1. That a copy of this notice of appeal has been served on each report of 
whom a transcript has been requested as named below at the address set 
out below: 
1. Susan P. Israel, 201 2nd Ave S, Ste 106, Hailey, Idaho 83333 and 
PO Box 1379, Ketchum, Idaho 83340. 
2. That the court reporter has been paid the estimated fee for preparation of 
the reporter's transcript; 
3. That the estimated fee for preparation of the clerk's record has been paid; 
4. That the appellate filing fee has been paid. 
5. That service has been made upon ali parties required to be served pursuant 
to Rule 20 of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
/ 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify I am a licensed attorney in the state ofldaho and on April 2, 2015, I 
served a true and correct copy of the NOTICE OF APPEAL on the following by the 
method of delivery designated below: 
Andrew B. Wright 
Wright Brothers Law Office 
PO Box 226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Fax: (208) 733-1669 
Blaine County Courthouse 
201 2°d Avenue S., Ste. 106 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Fax: (208) 788-5527 
D D .)3-
u.s. Mail Hand-delivered Facsimile 
D U.S. Mail ):y· Hand-delivered D F . ·1 
·acs1m1 e 
Susan P. Israel 
PO Box 1379 
Ketchum, ID 833;o1 
~-~.S. Mail~,,. Hand-delivered D F · ·1 acsim1 e 
and } , 
20 l 2nd Aven~S:, Ste. 1 Op 
Hailey, ID}:~33 /, , / /// l 10 ... '} .// /--\ / .'1/ - } 
Michael D. Gaff6ey / 
O:t:Beard ~. Clair Gaffney PA/ 
Attorney fur Defendant / 
2085299732 
2 l Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404-7495 
Telephone: (208) 523-5171 
Facsimile: (208) 529-9732 
Email: gaffney@beardstclair.com 
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaimant 
09 35:43 04-09-2015 
APR O 9 2015 
DISTRICT COURT FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
BLAINE COUNTY IDAHO 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant 
vs. 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES LLC, a Delaware 
limited liability company, 
Defendants-Counterclaimant. 
Case No.: CV-2013-644 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR RELIEF 
FROM FINAL JUDGMENT 
The Defendant, Sunrain Varieties LLC (Sunrain), through counsel of record, 
Beard St. Clair Gaffney PA, respectfully moves this Court pursuant to Rule 60(b) for an 
order relieving it from operation of the judgment filed in this matter on March 13, 2015. 
The basis for the motion is that the judgment includes an award of prejudgment interest 
when Silver Creek Seed, LLC is not entitled to an award of prejudgment interest as set 
forth in Sunrain's Memorandum submitted on March 17, 2015. 
Oral argument is requested. 
Motion for from Final Judgment-
2 
9 35 53 04-09-2015 3 /3 
Michae D Gaffney "--../ 
Of Bear t. Clair Gaffney PA 
Attorneys for the Defendant/Counterclaimant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify I am a licensed attorney in the state ofidaho and on Aprill, 2015, I 
served a true and correct copy of the DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM 
FINAL JUDGMENT on the following by the method of delivery designated below: 
Andrew B. Wright 
Wright Brothers Law Office 
PO Box226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Fax: (208) 733-1669 
Blaine County Courthouse 
201 2°d Avenue S., Ste. I06 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Fax: (208) 788-5527 
D U.S. Mail D Hand-delivered /O Facsimile 
D Mail O Hand-delivered _y/ Facsimile 
Motion Judgment-
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Box226 
Tvvin Falls, ID ~3303 
Telephone No. (208) 733-3107 
Facsimile No. (208) 733-1669 
e-mail: ~ Wright@WrightBrothersLaw.Com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Counterdefendant 
P. 0 
FILED 
APR 0 
Jolynn Drage Cieri\ Distnct 
Court Blaine Countv, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICLAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE C01JNTI' OF BLAINE 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiffi'Counterdefendant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SUNRAW VARIETIES, LLC, a Delaware ) 
limited liability company. ) 
Defendant/Counterclaimant. 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2013-644 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM 
FINAL JUDGMENT 
COMES NOW Plaintiff/Counterdefendant Silver Creek Seed, LLC ("Silver Creek"), by 
and through its attorney Andrew B. Wright of Wright Brothe,rs Law Office, PLLC, and hereby 
objects to Defendant's Motion.for Relieffrom Final Judgment filed by Sunrain Varieties, LLC 
("Sunrain"). 
Sunrain's above-described motion is made pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 
60(b ), which provides for a relief from judgment in certain circumstances. Specifically, Rule 
60(b) lists six reasons for which a trial court may grant such a motion and relief may only be 
granted for the specific reasons set forth in the rule. I.R.C.P. 60(b): see also !dafter of Estate of 
Bagley, 117 Idaho 1091, 793 P.2d 1263 (Ct. App. 1990). As an initial matter, Sunrajn failed to 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM FINAL JUDGMENT · 1 • 
769 
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Rule; this in itself is sufficient basis for the to deny Sunrain' s motion. 
In addition, Sunrain's 60(b) motion simply requests that this Court reconsider its earlier 
decision to award Silver Creek pre-judgment interest on the principal amount due to Silver Creek 
from Sun.rain under the parties' agreement, which request is not grounds for relief under Rule 
60(b). Idaho appellate courts have explained that Rule 60(b)--even the wide-ranging subsection 
(b)(6)-has limits. Rule 60(b) motions may not be used as substitutes for a timely appeal or 
timely motion to amend a judgment. Bagley, 117 Idaho at 1093-94. If Sunrain disagreed with 
this Court's decision on pre.judgment interest and the resulting Judgment, Sunrain should have 
filed a timely motion for reconsideration or motion to alter or amend judgment. It cannot use a 
vague Rule 60(b) motion to now make such a request. Watson v. Navistar Int'! Transp. Corp., 
121 Idaho 643, 827 P.2d 656 (1992) (Rule 60(b) was not intended to allow the trial court to 
reconsider the legal basis for its original decision); Ross v State, 141 Idaho 670, 115 P.3d 761 
(Ct App. 2005) (court held inappropriate use of Rule 60(b) when movant failed to provide any 
new information justifying relief, but instead simply asked the district court to reverse itself and 
rule in mova:ot's favor). 
Silver Creek respectfully requests that this Court deny Defendant's Motion for Relief 
From Final Judgment. 
DATED this JlL day of April, 2015. 
wB. Wright 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Counterdefendant 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM FINAL JUDGMENT • 2 
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ROTHERS 
day of April, 
upon the following: 
State 
served a true and correct copy 
Michael D. Gaffuey 
BEARD Sr. CLAIR GAFFNEY P.A. 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404-7495 
[ ] 
[ ] 
r 1 
L J 
~ 
N l ~[! 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Express Mail 
Ha.11.d Delivery 
Facsimile- (208) 529-9732 
E-mail 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION :FOR RELIEF fROM FINAL JUDGivfENT • 3 • 
D BROTHERS 
P.O. Box226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Telephone No. (208) 733-3107 
Facsimile No. (208) 733-1669 
e-mail: A Wri~ht@WrightBrothersLaw.Com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Counterdefendant 
N:. 
FILED ~~l:Yt:i 
5 2015 
Jolynn Dra ,., Coutt Bl. . '{Je, v1erk District 
--.....;..:::::a::..m,f!..P,ounty, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE ST ATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant/Respondent, 
vs. 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES, LLC, a Delaware 
limited liability company, 
Defendant/Counterclaimant/ Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________________ ) 
Case No. CV-2013-644 
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL 
TRANSCRIPTS AND RECORD 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED APPELLANT, SlJNRAIN VARIETIES, LLC, AND THE 
PARTY'S ATTOR-'NEY, MICHAEL D. GAFFNEY, AND THE REPORTER AND CLERK OF 
THE A.BOVE ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GNEN, that the Respondent in the above entitled proceeding hereby 
requests pursuant to Rule 19, I.AR., the inclusion of the following material in the reporter's 
transcript and the clerk's record in addition to that required to be included by the I.AR. and the 
notice of appeal. Any additional transcript is to be provided in electronic format: 
1. Reporter's Transcript: 
a. February 9, 2015, transcript of the Pretrial Conference hearing, court reporter Susan 
P. Israel, estimated number ofpages is less than 100; 
b. February 14, 2015, transcript of the hearing on Srmrain Varieties, LLC's Motion in 
Li.mine, court reporter Susan P. Israel, estimated number of pages is less than 100; 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANTS MOTION TO STAY PROCEEDINGS TO ENFORCE A JUDGMENT • J • 
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·-. i.., 
d. April 13, on LLC' s Costs 
Attorney Fees and Sunrain Varieties, LLC's Defendant's Motion for Relief 
Final Judgment, court reporter Cathy Pavkov. 
2. Clerk's Record: 
a. Memorandum in Support of Am.ended Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed 
June 5, 2014; 
b. Civil Case Scheduling Order, Notice of Trial Setting and Initial Pretrial Order, filed 
August 21, 2014; 
c. [Original] Jury Verdict Forn1, filed February 27, 2015; 
d. [Proposed] Judgment, submitted to the Court by Silver Creek, LLC on March 5, 
2015. 
:, 0 
e. [Proposed] Order on Verdict Offset and Pre-judgment Interest, submitted to the Court 
by Silver Creek, LLC on March 5, 2015. 
f. Letter dated March 5, 2015, from Sun.rain Varieties LLC to the Clerk of the District 
Court; 
g. [Proposed] Order on Directed Verdict, submitted to the Court with the March 5, 2015, 
letter from Sunrain Varieties LLC to the Clerk of the District Court; 
h. [Proposed] Judgment on Directed Verdict, submitted to the Court with the March 5, 
2015, letter from Sunrain Varieties LLC to the Clerk of the District Court; 
1. [Proposed] Final Judgment, submitted to the Court with the March 5, 2015, letter 
from Sunrain Varieties LLC to the Clerk of the District Court; 
J. Defendant's Motion for Relief from Final Judgment, filed April 9, 2015; and 
k. Objection to Defendant's Motion for Relief from Final .Judgment, filed April 10, 
2015. 
3. I certify that a copy of fuis request for additional transcripts has been served on each 
court reporter of whom a transcript is requested as named below at the address set out 
below and that the estimated number of additional pages being requested is less than 
400 : 
Name and address: Susan P. Israel. 201 2nd Avenue South, Ste. 110, Hailey ID 83333 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO STAY PROCEEDINGS TO ENFORCE A JUDG1vl:ENT 2 · 
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BROTHERS F lJ l ~ 
l further certify that this request for additional record has been served upon the 
the district court and upon all parties required to be served pursuant to Rule 20. 
DATED this _j_£ day of April, 2015. 
WRIGHT BROTHERS LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
By: __ __."'---r-,~~.a...-~.;::_----
Andrew 
Attome 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO STAY PROCEEDINGS TO ENFORCE A JUDGMENT • 3 -
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Michael D. Gaffney 
BEA.RD ST. CLAIR GAFF'N"EY P.A. 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404-7495 
Clerk of the Blaine Count District Court 
201 2°0 Avenue South, Ste. 110 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Susan P. Israel 
201 2n° A venue South, Ste. 110 
Hailey, ID 83 33 3 
Cathy Pavkov 
M & M Court Reporting Service, Inc. 
101 S. Capitol Blvd., Ste. 503 
Boise, ID 83 702 
[ ) 
[ ] 
[ J 
M 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
~ 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
f><l 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
Lxr 
n . 1 ~ - -
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Express Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile- (208) 529-9732 
E-mail 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Express Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile- (208) 788-5527 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Express Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Express Mail 
Hand Deiivery 
Facsimile- (208) 345-8800 
;-~ 
AndrewB.~ 
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IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COlJNTY OF BLAINE 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES, LLC, a Delaware ) 
limited liability company, ) 
Defendant/Counterclaimant 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2013-644 
ORDER 
(Defendant's Motion for Relief from 
Final Judgment) 
This matter came before the Court at a hearing on April 13, 2015. For the reasons stated 
on the record at that hearing, the Court HEREBY ORDERS that the Defendant's Motion for 
Relief from Final Judgment is denied. 
DATED this 2,o day of April, 2015. 
By:~ 
Honorable ~rt J. Elgee 
ORDER- I - 776 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
Andrew B. Wright 
WRIGHT BROTHERS LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
P.O. Box 226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0226 
Michael D. Gaffney 
BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY PA 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404-7495 
ORDER-2-
Clerk 
[ (l 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
correct 
manner: 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand-Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile- (208) 733-1669 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Express Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile- (208) 529-9732 
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1 FILED ~-~nfl=tJ 
APR27 / 
Jol.)'M Drttge, Ckri District I 
~Url Bfatne Cnlmtv mho l 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
SIL VER CRFEK SEED, LLC, a_n Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiff/Counterdef endant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES, LLC, a Ddaware ) 
limited liability company, ) 
Defendant/Counterclaimant. 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2013-644 
ORDER 
(Defendant's Renewed Motion to Stay 
Proceedings to Enforce a Judgment and 
Plaintiff's Motion Objecting to 
Sufficiency of Letter of Credit) 
This matter came before the Court at a hearing on April 20, 2015. For the reasons stated 
on the record at that hearing, the Court HEREBY ORDERS that the Defendant's Renewed 
Motion to Stay Proceedings to Enforce a Judgment is denied and Plaintiffs Motion Objecting to 
Sufficiency of Letter of Credit is hereby granted. 
DATED this 4 day of April, 2015. 
By· ~~ 
· HonorableRoert.Elgee 
ORDER- - 778 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
Andrew B. Wright 
WRIGHT BROTHERS LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
P.O. Box 226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0226 
Michael D. Gaffney 
BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY PA 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404-7495 
ORDER- -
Clerk 
[ ~ U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile- (208) 733-1669 
G( ] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Express Mail 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[ ] Facsimile- (208) 529-9732 
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2085299732 
BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404-7495 
Telephone: (208) 523-5171 
Facsimile: (208) 529-9732 
Email: gaffney@beardstclair.com 
javondet@beardstclair.com 
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaimant 
7:36 
APR 2 7 2015 
DISTRICT COURT FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
BlAINE COUNTY IDAHO 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
P lainti ff-C ounterdef end ant, 
vs. 
Case No.: CV-2013-644 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES LLC, a Delaware ORDER ST A YING PROCEEDINGS TO 
limited liability company, ENFORCE A JUDGMENT 
Defendants-Counterclaimant. 
The Motion of the Defendant, Sunrain Varieties LLC, having come before the 
Court for stay of proceedings to enforce a judgment pursuant to Rule 62(a) of the Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure m1d Rule 13(b)(l5) of the Idaho Appellate Rules. and the Court 
being fully informed, and finding that a hearing is not necessary, and good cause 
appearing therefore: 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AS FOLLOWS: 
l. The Court STAYS all proceedings to enforce the Judgment entered March 13, 
2015. in the amount of $836.893.46. 
Order Staying Proceedings to a Judgment - I 
/10 
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2085299732 3· 7 46 04-24-201 
security for the stay of proceedings to enforce a judgment pursuant to Rule l 3(b )(15) of 
the Idaho Appellate RulesJ S c.v~~ ,0 O ~  • (laY 
-
C ;; j d 111 
DATED: April 21, 2015 
ROBE~!t= 
District Judge 
Staying Proceedings to Enforce a Judgment - 2 
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2085299732 .3:17:53 04-24-2015 
on April 15. I served a true correct copy of the 
STA YING PROCEEDINGS TO ENFORCE A JUDGMENT on the following by the 
method of delivery designated below: 
Andrew B. Wright 
Wright Brothers Law Office 
PO Box 226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Fax: (208) 733-1669 
Michael D. Gaffney 
Beard St. Clair Gaffney PA 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
Fax: (208)529-9732 
D U.S.Mail D Hand-delivered q1 Facsimile 
D U.S. Mail D Hand-delivered fl F . ·1 acs1m1 e 
Order Staying Proceedings to Enforce a Judgment - 3 
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FILED 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
SUNRAJN VARIETIES, LLC, a 
Delaware limited liability company, 
Defendant. 
) 
) Case No. CV-2014-644 
) 
) DECISION ON ATTORNEY FEES AND 
) COSTS 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
______________ ) 
PROCEDURAL HISTORY 
Appearances: 
For Plaintiff Silver Creek Seed, LLC: Andrew Wright, Twin Falls 
For Defendant Sunrain Varieties, LLC: Michael Gaffney and John Avondet, Idaho Falls 
This matter came before the Court for a jury trial commencing February 24, 2015. Trial 
extended over four days. The jury returned a verdict on February 27, 2015, for $760,738.76. 
(There appears to be a math error in the jury's addition on the jury form of less than $1.00.) 
Judgment, which included pre-judgment interest, was entered on March 13, 2015, for 
on 
783 
appealed. 
and costs on 13, 5, and the Court took the matter under advisement. 
ISSUES PRESENTED 
1) Are attorney fees provided by statute or contract? 
2) Is there a prevailing party? 
3) Is Silver Creek judicially estopped from collecting attorney fees pursuant to contract 
for failure to plead the precise basis for an award of attorney fees in their complaint? 
4) What amount of fees are awardable pursuant to contract, if any? In awarding attorney 
fees pursuant to contract, is the Court to determine what amount is reasonable? 
5) What amount of costs are awardable pursuant to contract, if any? 
6) What amount of fees and costs are awardable pursuant to LC. §12-120, if any? 
ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS 
1) Are attorney fees provided by statute or contract? 
Attorney fees in this case are provided for both by statute and contract A contract exists 
in this case with an attorney fee provision. Sunrain chose the language. At paragraph 7 it recites: 
"Should any litigation be commenced between the parties concerning this 
Agreement and the rights and duties of the parties in relation thereto ... the 
prevailing party shall be entitled to recover actual attorney fees and costs incurred 
in such litigation." 
In addition, Sunrain acknowledges that this is a commercial transaction under Section 12-
120(3). Objection to Plaintiff's Motion for Costs and Attorney Fees, pg. 5. Furthermore, Silver 
that they are entitled to attorney because is a contract for goods 
2 
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to Idaho § 
to contract, pursuant to both 
services" provisions ofl.C. §12-120(3). 
2) ls there a prevailing party? 
and agrees. concludes 
costs 
"commercial transaction" and the "goods and 
Sunrain argued strenuously that regardless of whether fees and costs are allowed pursuant 
to contract or statute, each party prevailed in part, and each party should bear their own attorney 
fees and costs. Specifically Sunrain argued that they succeeded in recovering a partial judgment 
against Silver Creek, and despite the fact that the amount of Silver Creek's judgment is 
significantly larger, there is no overall prevailing party in the action given the outcomes relative 
to the relief sought by both parties. The Court recognizes this issue involves the exercise of 
discretion. When both parties are partially successful, it is \\ithin the district court's discretion to 
decline an award of attorney fees to either side. Oakes v. Boise Heart Clinic Physicians, PLLC, 
152 Idaho 540, 545 (2012). On the other hand, when an action involves multiple claims, issues, 
counterclaims, etc. between the parties, the mere fact that a party is successful in asserting or 
defeating a single claim does not render that party a prevailing party for purposes of determining 
whether to award costs and attorney fees. Chenery v. Agri-Lines Corp., 106 Idaho 687, 693 
(Ct.App.) Rather, the Court should look at the entire action and from that overall view determine 
who was the prevailing party in the action for purposes of awarding costs and attorney fees. Id. 
See also, Lickley v. Max Herbal, Inc., 133 Idaho 209 (1999) (Lickley requested $81,000 in 
damages and was awarded $33,000; the greatest issue in the case was whether Lickley was 
entitled to the market price for rejectable potatoes. Trial court did not abuse its discretion by 
concluding Lickley prevailed.) 
3 
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Sunrain it on central counterclaim and should have received a 
1 to 
a directed verdict to Sunrain at the close of all the evidence. Per Sunrain, this result 
obtains because Silver Creek did not dispute this claim and Sunrain was entitled to judgment on 
this issue as a matter of law, and therefore they have prevailed in substantial part. Thus, Sunrain 
submits that Silver Creek is not the overall prevailing party for purposes of awarding attorney 
fees. Sunrain is only partially correct. Silver Creek never disputed the amount of this $62,000 
claim, or that it was owed. Instead, Silver Creek's position, all along, was that they had offset 
this amount against the far greater amount that Sunrain owed Silver Creek. 
At the conclusion of trial, before the jury returned its verdict, Sunrain wanted the Court to 
actually enter a written judgment determining that Silver Creek owed Sunrain this $62,000, plus 
18% interest up to the entry of judgment. The Court reviewed IRCP 54(b ), which provides: "If 
any parties to an action are entitled to judgments against each other such as on a claim and 
counterclaim, or upon cross-claims, such judgments shall be offset against each other and a 
single judgment for the difference between the entitlements shall be entered in favor of the party 
entitled to the larger judgment." The Court declined to enter a written judgment in favor of 
Sunrain, and advised the parties it would await the jury verdict and then account for this 
undisputed debt afterwards. That is what occurred. This $62,000 debt was never disputed by 
Silver Creek, either as to amount or entitlement. It was simply claimed by Silver Creek that 
Sunrain owed Silver Creek more than Silver Creek owed Sunrain, which turned out to be true 
once the jury rendered their verdict. 
The offset by Silver Creek, claimed early on, was appropriate, and this amount was 
calculated into the overall judgment. However, this issue was never litigated, was never a 
Decision on Attorney and Costs 4 
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case at any time, and was not dispute or meaningful 
1s no 
the action, given the outcomes relative to the relief sought by both parties. Silver Creek 
obtained judgment in full on all disputed issues in the case. 
The Court concludes Silver Creek is the prevailing party from an overall view and is 
entitled to attorney fees and costs as the prevailing party. 
3) Is Silver Creek judicially estopped from collecting attorney fees pursuant to contract for 
failure to plead the precise basis for an award of attorney fees in their complaint? 
The short answer to this is no. Although Silver Creek may not have pied a right to 
attorney fees pursuant to contract in their initial pleadings, there is no requirement that a party 
claim or plead a right to attorney fees in their initial pleading, unless they claim attorney fees by 
default. Eighteen Mile Ranch LLC v. Nord Excavating and Paving, Inc., 141 Idaho 716, (2005) 
citing IRCP 54(e)(4). That rule provides it shall not be necessary for any party in a civil action to 
assert a claim for attorney fees in any pleading. "Thus, a party need not have listed a specific 
attorney fee provision in its pleading in order to obtain a fee award under that provision upon 
prevailing in the litigation." Id 
4) What amount of fees are awardable pursuant to contract, if any? In awarding attorney fees 
pursuant to contract, is the Court to determine what amount is reasonable? 
Zenner v. Holcomb states: 
Under I.R.C.P. 54(e)(l), a "court may award reasonable attorney fees ... 
when provided for by ... contract." (Emphasis added). I.R.C.P. 54(e)(3) sets forth 
the factors the court must consider to determine what amount is reasonable. 
However, I.R.C.P. 54(e) is only applicable if the reasonableness criteria 
found in I.R.C.P. 54(e)(3) is not inconsistent with the attorney fees provision 
in the contract. I.R.C.P. 54(e)(8). I.R.C.P. 54(e)(8) states: "The provisions of this 
Rule 54( e) relating to attorney fees shali be applicable ... to any claim for attorney 
fees made pursuant ... to any contract, to the extent that the application of this 
Decision on Attorney Fees and Costs 5 
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Rule 54( e) to a claim attorney not inconsistent with such 
contract" 
Here, district found the contract "actual" attorney 
to that as a matter law, the 
contract provision is subject to I.R.C.P. 54(e). Requiring the court to determine 
the amount of attorney fees by considering the factors in I.R.C.P. 54(e)(3) 
would be contrary to the language of the contract and, therefore, contrary to 
I.R.C.P. 54(e)(8). Due to this inconsistency, I.R.C.P. 54(e) is not applicable. 
The contract provision does not contemplate the court's involvement in 
determining whether the fee is reasonable. 
Even if the Holcombs had asserted a different interpretation of the contract 
provision, which they did not, we would "construe the contract most strongly 
against the person who prepared the contract." Win of Michigan, Inc. v. Yreka 
United, Inc., 137 Idaho 747, 751, 53 P.3d 330, 334 (2002). The Holcombs cite to 
various Idaho cases in which this Court applied the I.R.C.P. 54(e) factors to 
determine the amount of attorney fees to award where the fees were awarded by 
contract; however, all of these cases are distinguishable from the facts and issues 
at hand. Therefore, we hold that I.R.C.P. 54(e)(3) is inapplicable because it is 
inconsistent with the language of the contract. 
However, we caution that contractual language such as "its attorney fees" 
or "all attorney fees" does not give the prevailing party an unqualified right to 
unlimited attorney fees. The non-prevailing party may still argue that the amount 
claimed is an unconscionable penalty. Clampitt v. A.MR. Corp., 109 Idaho 145, 
148, 706 P.2d 34, 37 (1985) (holding that a liquidated damages amount set by 
contract is enforceable where the amount bears a reasonable relation to the 
damages actually sustained). 
The Holcombs also argue the district court should have applied I.R.C.P. 
54( e )(3) in determining the amount of fees to award because the Zenners asserted 
in their pleadings that they were entitled to reasonable attorney fees. This 
argument appears to bring the parties' expectations concerning the meaning of the 
contract provision into contention. However, at oral argument, counsel for the 
Holcombs stated that interpretation of the contract was not an issue in this case. 
Counsel went on to state "the contract language says what it says." Because the 
interpretation of the contract is not being challenged, this argument need not be 
addressed any further. 
Finally, the Holcombs argue that I.R.C.P. 54(e) should apply because the 
district court used I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l) to determine prevailing party status. 
However, this Court has held that when a "contract provision limits the award of 
attorney fees to a 'prevailing party; the I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l) definition of 'prevailing 
party' [is] applicable. However, if the ... contract sets forth a different standard, 
the determination of the award of attorney fe~s [is] based upon the ... contractual 
standard, not the prevailing party standard of I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)." Farm Credit 
Bank of Spokane v. Wissel, 122 Idaho 565, 569 n. 4, 836 P.2d 511, 515 n. 4 
(1992). Here, the contract provision used the prevailing party standard and, 
therefore, I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l) is applicable in determining prevailing party 
status. However, the contract set forth a different standard for determining 
6 
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added). 
the amount of attorney fees to award. Thus, 54 is not applicable to 
the determination of attorney fees, which is "based upon the 
standard." set 
Applicability of I.R.C.P. 54( d) 
In addition, the Holcombs argue that the district court erred in 
determining that I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l) is not applicable when determining the 
amount of costs (as a matter of right and discretionary) to award the 
Zenners. In support of their argument, the Holcombs refer to their prior 
arguments regarding the applicability of I.R.C.P. 54 in determining the amount of 
attorney fees to award. 
Under I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(A), "costs shall be allowed as a matter of right to 
the prevailing party or parties, unless otherwise ordered by the court." Idaho Rule 
of Civil Procedure 54(d)(l)(C) and (D) then distinguishes which costs are 
mandatory and which are discretionary. Here, the district court determined, "[a] 
fair reading of the plain meaning of the contract persuades me that it 
contemplated that the prevailing party would walk away from the courthouse at 
no cost to himself." In other words, the district court found that the contract was 
not ambiguous and that the prevailing party would walk away with "no cost to 
himself." As such, the district court ordered the Holcombs to pay the Zenners' 
actual costs. 
In Farm Credit Bank, we stated that I.C. § 12-120 "does not override a 
valid agreement.. .. " 122 Idaho at 569, 836 P.2d at 515 (citing Chittenden & 
Eastman Co. v. Leasure, 116 Idaho 981, 982, 783 P.2d 320, 321 (Ct.App.1989)). 
Likewise, we hold that the general entitlement to costs under I.R.C.P. 
54( d)(l) does not override a valid agreement. This standard also promotes the 
freedom of contract, which is "a fundamental concept underlying the law of 
contracts and is an essential element of the free enterprise system." Steiner Corp. 
v. American Dist. Telegraph, 106 Idaho 787, 791, 683 P.2d 435, 439 (1984) 
(citing Rawlings v. Layne & Bowler Pump Co., 93 Idaho 496,499,465 P.2d 107, 
110 (1970) ). Therefore, we affirm the district court in its award of actual costs 
pursuant to the contract. 
Zenner v. Holcomb, 147 Idaho 444, 450-52, 210 P.3d 552, 558-60 (2009)(emphasis 
This Court's first function is to determine whether the contract is clear and unambiguous. 
Tne contract between the parties recites: "the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover actual 
attorney fees and costs incurred in such litigation." This provision is clear and unambiguous. The 
second function is therefore to determine and award "actual attorney fees and costs." 
7 
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contract provision not contemplate involvement 
If the Court was required to examine reasonableness fee requested 
Creek, which it is not required to do, it would most assuredly be something less than the amount 
claimed due by Mr. Wright's firm. However, it must be noted that the amounts claimed due by 
Silver Creek have all been actually paid by Silver Creek, as evidenced by the Affidavit of Mark 
Johnson filed March 19, 2015. There are no issues for the Court to resolve, e.g.-whether 
Brandon Barrett's fees are too high, or whether Silver Creek's counsel spent too much time in 
the preparation of a particular brief, etc. These amounts were billed, these amounts were paid, 
and these amounts constitute the "actual attorney fees incurred" in the litigation. Additionally, 
even if Sunrain had raised unconscionableness as a defense to the award of fees, because of the 
reasons stated above the Court cannot conclude that the fees amount to an unconscionable 
penalty. 
Costs for legal research are treated as attorney fees under I.R.C.P. 54(d). 
The Court concludes that Silver Creek's actual attorney fees are $243,075.19, and that 
Silver Creek is entitled to an award in that amount as attorney fees pursuant to contract with 
Sunrain. 
5) What amount of costs are awardable pursuant to contract, if anv? 
For the same reasons that actual attorney fees are awardable to Silver Creek, Silver Creek 
is also entitled to an award of their actual costs. Zenner v. Holcomb, 14 7 Idaho 444 (2009). The 
and 8 
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is no requirement separate costs costs right or 
costs are 
6.) What amount of fees and costs are awardable pursuant to I.C. §12-120. if any? 
The Court need not determine what fees or costs are reasonable pursuant to Idaho Code 
§12-120(3) or are awardable of right or are discretionary pursuant to I.R.C. P. 54. 
CONCLUSION 
Silver Creek is entitled to an Amended or Supplemental Judgment in the sum of 
$243,075.19 in actual attorney fees and $36,057.02 in actual costs. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this _!l_ day of May, 2015. 
and Costs 
Robert J. Elgee 
District Judge 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
CERTIFY on the May, 5, I a true correct 
copy of the foregoing Order on Verdict Offset and Pre-Judgment Interest to be served upon the 
following persons in the following manner: 
Andrew B. Wright 
WRIGHT BROTHERS LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
P.O. Box 226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0226 
Michael D. Gaffney 
BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY PA 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404-7495 
and 
Clerk 
[ ] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
lfl Facsimile- (208) 733-1669 
[ ] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Express Mail 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
~J Facsimile- (208) 529-9732 
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BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404-7495 
Telephone: (208) 523-5171 
Facsimile: (208) 529-9732 
Email: gaffuey@beardstclair.com 
javondet@beardstclair.com 
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaimant 
DISTRICT COURT FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
BLAINE COUNTY IDAHO 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant, 
vs. 
Case No.: CV-2013-644 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES LLC, a Delaware ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
limited liability company, RELEASE GARNISHED FUNDS 
Defendants-Counterclaimant. 
On May 18, 2015, the Court heard argument on the Defendant's Motion to 
Release Garnished Funds. Andrew Wright represented the Plaintiff; John Avondet 
represented the Defendant. The Court being fully informed, and good cause appearing 
therefore HEREBY ORDERS AS FOLLOWS: 
1. The Defendant's Motion to Release the Garnished Funds is GRANTED. The 
Blaine County Sheriff is directed to release the funds obtained from the Defendant, 
Sunrain Varieties LLC's bank account, in the amount of$202,037.13, to the Defendant's 
counsel, Beard St. Clair Gaffuey PA, 2105 Coronado Street, Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404. 
Order Granting Motion to Release Garnished Funds - I 
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are 
checking the following box:~ If the box has been checked then the operation of this 
order is stayed until the following date: y- r-, 2.;:, t.S . 
3. The Plaintiffs Motion Contesting the Claim of Exemption is MOOTED by this 
order. 
DATED: MayJj_, 2015 
Honorablf&~ 
District Judge 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on May ~O 15, I served a true and correct copy of the ORDER 
GRANTING MOTION TO RELEASE GARNISHED FUNDS on the following by the 
method of delivery designated below: 
Andrew B. Wright 
Wright Brothers Law Office 
PO Box226 
0( 
···· U.S. Mail 
EJ, 
··· •·· Hand-delivered Cl •< Facsimile 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Fax: (208) 733-1669 
Michael D. Gaffney 
Beard St. Clair Gaffney PA 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
Fax: (208) 529-9732 
ef' U.S. Mail El· "'Ji Hand-delivered [l F . ·1 ·· acs1m1 e 
Granting Motion to Release Garnished Funds 2 
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THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SUNRAIN V ARlETIES, LLC, a Delaware ) 
limited liability company, ) 
Defendant/Counterclaimant. 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2013-644 
SUPPLEMENTAL JUDGMENT 
SUPPLEMENTAL JUDGMENT IS ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: 
In addition to the amount awarded in the Judgment entered on March 13, 2015, supplemental 
judgment is entered in favor of Plait1tiff/Counterdefendant Silver Creek Seed, LLC and against 
Defendant/Counterclaim.ant Sunrain Varieties, LLC in the additional sum of$279,132.21 for 
attorney fees and costs, together with interest thereon at the legal rate from the date hereof until paid. 
DATED this/). ( day of May, 2015. 
By·~~ 
· Honor~beiiliee 
SUPPLEMENT AL JUDGMENT -1- 795 
I HEREBY that on the lJi day of May, 201 I caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing Supplemental Judgment to be served upon the following persons in the 
following manner: 
Andrew B. Wright 
WRIGHT BROTHERS LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
P.O. Box 226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0226 
Michael D. Gaffney 
BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY PA 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404-7495 
SUPPLEMENT AL JUDGMENT -2-
[/] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[-1' 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand-Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile- (208) 733-1669 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Express Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile- (208) 529-9732 
796 
21 OS Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404-7495 
Telephone: (208) 523-5171 
Facsimile: (208) 529-9732 
Email: gaffney@beardstc!air.com 
javondet@beardstclair.com 
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaimant/Appellant 
DISTRICT COURT FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
BLAINE COUNTY IDAHO 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant/Respondent, 
vs. 
Case No.: CV-2013-644 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES LLC, a Delaware AME1\1DED NOTICE OF APPEAL 
limited liability company, 
Defendants/Counterclaimant/ Appellant. 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT, SILVER CREEK SEED, LLC, AND 
THE PARTY'S ATTORNEYS, ANDREW B. WRIGHT OF WRIGHT 
BROTHERS LAW OFFICE, PLLC, 1166 EASTLAND DRIVE NORTH, P.O. BOX 
226, TWIN FALLS, ID 83303-0226, AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE 
ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above named appellant, Sunrain Varieties LLC, appeals against the above 
named respondents to the Idaho Supreme Court from the final judgment, entered 
Amended Notice of Appeal-
That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appeal orders under and 
pu..rsuant to Rule 1 l(a)(l) of the ltfaho Appellate Rules. 
3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal which the appellant intends to 
assert in the appeal are as follows: 
1. The district court erred in granting the Silver Creek Seed, LLC's motion 
for partial summary judgment in June 2014; 
2. The district court erred in striking the affidavits of Aron Derbidge and 
Lisa Swenson in June 2014; 
3. The district court erred in denying Sunrain Varieties LLC's motion for 
reconsideration in September 2014; 
4. The district court erred in admitting hearsay testimony, over Sunrain 
Varieties LLC' s objections, pertaining to the presence of bacterial ring rot 
on Ebe Farms; 
5. The district court erred by excluding evidence of Idaho Crop Improvement 
Association tags that are attached to all loads of seed potatoes sold within 
the state of Idaho, including rulings by the Court excluding evidence 
concerning disclaimers of warranties and limitations of remedies; 
6. The district court erred by failing to instruct the jury as to modification of 
contracts as requested by Sunrain Varieties LLC; 
Amended Notice of Appeal - *9s 
7. court 
8. The district court erred in failing to account for the contractually agreed 
rate of interest of 18% per annum when calculating the amount to be 
awarded to Sunrain V a.rieties LLC on the counterclaL111 for breach of 
contract against Silver Creek Seed, LLC; 
9. The district court erred in instructing the jury at trial that Sunrain Varieties 
LLC had accepted all of the potatoes that did not test positive for bacterial 
ring rot; 
10. The district court erred by instructing the jury as to latent defects under the 
Uniform Commercial Code; 
11. The district court erred in awarding Silver Creek its attorney fees and costs 
as outlined in the Decision on Attorney Fees and Costs, dated May 13, 
2015; 
4. No present order has been entered sealing all or any portion of the record. 
5. A reporter's transcript is requested. The appellant requests the preparation of the 
following portion of the reporters' transcript in electronic format. The Court 
Reporter for these proceedings is Susan Israel: 
1. June 30, 2014 hearing on Silver Creek Seed, LLC's Amended Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment and Motion to Strike, court reporter Susan P. 
[srael, estimated number of pages is less than 100; 
2. September 15, 2014 hearing on Sunrain Varieties LLC's Motion to 
Reconsider, including the Court's oral order deciding the pending 
Amended Notice of Appeal - ~99 
February 24-27, 2015 transcript of trial including the formal jury 
instruction conference when counsel objected to instructions given and not 
given by the district but excluding the openirig statements and closing 
arguments of counsel, court reporter Susan P. Israel; and, 
4. April 13. 2015 transcript of hearing, court reporter Cathy Pavkov. 
6. The appellant requests the following documents to be included in the clerk's 
record in addition to those automatically included under Rule 28 of the Idaho 
Appellate Rules: 
1. All requested and givenjury instructions; 
2. The deposition of Jeff Bragg; 
3. All exhibits offered or admitted at trial; 
4. Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed June 2, 2014; 
5. Notice of Hearing, filed June 2, 2014 
6. Amended Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed June 3, 2014; 
7. Notice of Hearing, filed June 3, 2014; 
8. Affidavit of Aron Derbidge, filed June 16, 2014; 
9. Affidavit of Lisa Swenson, filed June 16, 2014; 
10. Memorandum in Opposition to Amended Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment, filed June 16, 2014; 
Amended Notice of Appeal - 'l!oo 
2014; 
12. Motion to Strike, filed June 23, 2014; 
13. Notice of Hearing, filed June 23, 2014; 
14. Reply Memorandum in Support of Amended Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment, filed June 25, 2014; 
15. Affidavit of Mark Johnson in Support of Reply to Sunrain Varieties, 
LLC's Opposition to Summary Judgment, filed June 25, 2014; 
16. Motion to Strike Affidavits of Andrew B. Wright and Mark Johnson and 
to Shorten Time, filed June 27, 2014; 
17. Objection to Order on Plaintifrs Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, 
filed July 16, 2014; 
18. Notice of Hearing, filed July 23, 2014; 
19. Order on Plaintiff's Amended Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, 
filed July 23, 2014; 
20. Notice of Hearing, filed July 25, 2014; 
21. Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Motion to Reconsider, filed July 25, 
2014; 
22. Motion to Reconsider, filed July 25, 2014; 
23. Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider, filed July 25, 2014; 
24. Notice of Hearing, filed July 28, 2014; 
25. Second Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed July 28, 2014; 
Amended Notice of Appeal -
Affidavit of Mark Johnson in Support of Second Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment, filed July 28, 2014; 
28. Notice ofHea..ring, filed August 8, 2014; 
29. Affidavit of Lisa Swenson, filed September 2, 2014; 
30. Affidavit of Aron Derbidge, filed September 2, 2014; 
31. Second Affidavit of Counsel in Opposition to Plaintiffs Second Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment and in Support of Motion for 
Reconsideration, filed, September 2, 2014; 
32. Defendant's Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiff's Second Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment and Supplemental Memorandum in Support of 
Motion for Reconsideration, filed September 2, 2014; 
33. Reply Memorandum in Support of Second Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment, filed September 8, 2014; 
34. Objection and Memorandum in Opposition to Sunrain's Motion to 
Reconsider, filed September 10, 2014; 
35. Defendant's Reply Memorandum in Support of Motion for 
Reconsideration, filed September 15, 2014; 
36. Order on Pending Motions, filed September 26, 2014; 
37. Motion for Prejudgment Interest, filed March 5, 2015; 
38. Order on Directed Verdict, filed March 13, 2015; 
39. Order on verdict offset and prejudgment interest, filed March 13, 2015; 
Amended Notice of Appeal - ~ 2 
Interest; filed March 17, 2015; 
42. Motion and Memorandum of Costs and Attorney Fees, filed March 19, 
2015; 
43. Affidavit of Mark Johnson in Support of Motion and Memorandum of 
Costs and Attorney Fees, filed March 19, 2015; 
44. Notice of Hearing, filed March 24, 2015; 
45. Objection to Plaintiffs Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs, filed March 
31, 2015; 
46. Motion to Disallow Costs and Attorney Fees, filed March 31, 2015; 
47. Defendant's Motion for Relief from Final Judgment; filed April 9, 2015; 
48. Objection to Defendant's Motion for Relief from Final Judgment, filed 
April 10, 2015; 
49. Order (Defendant's Motion for Relief from Final Judgment), filed April 
21, 2015; 
50. Order Staying Proceedings to Enforce a Judgment. filed April 27, 2015; 
51. Decision on Attorney Fees and Costs, filed May 13, 2015 
7. The appellant requests the following documents, charts, or pictures offered or 
admitted as exhibits to be copied and sent to the Supreme Court: 
1. All exhibits offered or admitted during trial; 
8. I certify: 
Amended Notice of Appeal - lo3 
appeal has on report 
a at 
out below: 
i. Susan P. Israel, 201 2nd Ave S, Ste 106, Hailey, Idaho 83333 and 
PO Box 1379; Ketchum, Idaho 83340. 
2. That the court reporter has been paid the estimated fee for preparation of 
the reporter's transcript; 
3. That the estimated fee for preparation of the clerk's record has been paid; 
4. That the appellate filing fee has been paid. 
5. That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant 
to Rule 20 of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
DATED: May 26, 2015 
Micha 
John . vondet 
Of Beard St. Clair Gaffney PA 
Attorneys for the Appellant 
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I certify I am a licensed attorney in the state of Idaho and on May 26, 2015, I 
served a true and correct copy of the AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL on the 
following by the method of delivery designated below: 
Andrew B. Wright 
Wright Brothers Law Office 
POBox226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Fax: (208) 733-1669 
Blaine County Courthouse 
201 2nd Avenue S., Ste. 106 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Fax: (208) 788-5527 
Susan P. Israel 
PO Box 1379 
Ketchum, ID 83340 
and 
201 2nd Avenue S., Ste. 106 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Mich 
Of Be St. Clair Gaffney PA 
Attorney for Defendant 
~.S.Mail 
~.S.Mail 
i U.S.Mail 
D 
Hand-delivered D F · ·1 acs1m1 e 
D Hand-delivered D F · ·1 acs1m1 e 
D Hand-delivered D F . ·1 acs1m1 e 
Amended Notice of Appeal 
FILED·. ·-i..M~.J 
P.M.~'°r' 
JohnM. . I 
BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY 
2105 Coronado Street '. ~~~:J 
JoL;m,, Dra{J3, C!<>rk DiPtrict 
........ ~- ,. C.,urt Blal"'1;-! :':·~.1,.,1fi.~ :/{7;;0 · 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404-7495 
Telephone: (208) 523-5171 
Facsimile: (208) 529-9732 
Email: gaffuey@beardstclair.com 
javondet@beardstclair.com 
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaimant 
DISTRICT COURT FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
BLAINE COUNTY IDAHO 
SIL VER CREEK SEED, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant, 
vs. 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES LLC, a Delaware 
limited liability company, 
Defendants-Counterclaimant. 
Case No.: CV-2013-644 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
RELEASE JUDGMENT LIEN 
On May 18, 2015, the Court heard argument on the Defendant's Motion to 
Release Judgment lien. Andrew Wright represented the Plaintiff; John A vondet 
represented the Defendant. The Court being fully informed, and good cause appearing 
therefore HEREBY ORDERS AS FOLLOWS: 
L The Defendant's Motion to Release Judgment Lien is GRANTED; 
2. The Court ORDERS the immediate release and removal of the judgment lien 
created by Instrument No. 236275 recorded in the records of Teton County, Idaho. 
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DA1ED~ ,2015 
District Judge 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on~~ 2015, I served a true and correct copy of the ORDER 
GRANTING MOTION TO RELEASE JUDGMENT LIEN on the following by the 
method of delivery designated below: 
Andrew B. Wright 
Wright Brothers Law Office 
POBox226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Fax: (208) 733-1669 
Michael D. Gaffney 
Beard St. Clair Gaffney PA 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
Fax: (208) 529-9732 
Dep6Rfq¥ 
~ U.S. Mail D Hand-delivered D F . ·1 acs1m1 e 
tJ U.S. Mail D Hand-delivered D F · ·1 acs1m1 e 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
SILVER CREEK Supreme Court No. 43078 
Plaintiff / Respondent, 
vs. CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES, LLC, 
Defendant/ Appellant. 
I, Crystal Rigby, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District of the State of Idaho 
in and for the County of Blaine, do hereby certify that the following documents will be submitted as 
exhibits to the Record: 
Plaintiff's Trial Exhibits 
# NAME ADMITTED 
1 Accepted Potatoes (Bills of Ladino, Weioht Tickets, Summarv) 2/24/15 
!2 Remaininq Potatoes (Bills of Ladinq, Weiqht Tickets, Summary) 2/24/15 
3 Pavments Received 2/24/15 
5 Blanket Variety Contract 2/24/15 
6 Silver Creek Cuttinq/Plantinq Recap ID Only 
7 Silver Creek Harvest Recap REJECTED 
13 Ebe Farms positive BRR test 2/25/15 
16 2012 Cellar Map Over Objection 2/24/15 
17 5/14/13 email re: Ida-Gold 2/24/14 
Defendant's Trial Exhibits 
'# NAME ADMITTED 
A Sunrain statement ot Silver Creek dated 12/11/13 2/26/15 
'B Sunrain invoices 2/26/15 
D 2/26/15 
G 2/26/15 
H Silver Creek invoice 205 2/26/15 
J Silver Creek Invoice 229 
EXHIBIT LIST-1 
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EXHIBIT LIST-2 
Plaintiff /Respondent, 
vs. 
SUNRAIN VARIETIES, LLC, 
Defendant/ Appellant. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) SS. 
County of Blaine ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
I, Crystal Rigby, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho, in and for the County of Blaine, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing 
Clerk's Record on Appeal was compiled and bound under my direction and is a true, full and 
correct Record of the pleadings and documents as are automatically required under Rule 28 of 
the Idaho Appellate Rules as well as those requested by the Appellant. 
I do further certify that all, if any, exhibits offered or admitted in the above-entitled 
cause and exhibits requested by the Appellant will be duly lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court along with the Clerk's Record on Appeal and the Court Reporter's Transcript on Appeal. 
IN WITNESS ~HEREOF, I ~e hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
Court at Hailey, Idaho, this~ day of ~. , 2015. 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE-1 
N 
Plaintiff /Respondent, 
vs. 
SUNRAIN VARiETiES, LLC, 
Defendant/ Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, Crystal Rigby, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District 
of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Blaine, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the Clerk's Record and 
Court Reporter's Transcript to each of the Attorneys of Record in this cause as follows: 
MICHAEL D. GAFFNEY 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
Attorney for Defendant/Appellant 
ANDREW B. WRIGHT 
PO Box 226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Attorney for Plaintiff Respondent 
IN WITNEC}S WHEREOF, l~ve hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 
of the said Court this · day of b$ . , 2015. 
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FICATE OF SERVICE - 1 
JOLYNN DRAGE, Clerk of the Court 
By __ ..==:::__~~s........4....!.:=::::.--V---
Crystal Rigby, Deputy Clerk 
